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NEED OF SPECIFIC INFORMATION 


Statistics on the tenure of farms have been gathered and pub- 
lished every 10 years beginning with the census of 1880. Concern- 
ing the ownership of rented farms, however, little of a statistical 
nature is available except as regards the degree of concentration of 
ownership and of absenteeism on the part of owners, as reported by 
the census of 1900. The present study was undertaken with a view 
to increasing the available information about the ownership of 
rented farm land, a very important phase of the farm-tenancy question. 

The extent to which farms are operated by persons other chan the 
owners is indicated by the fact that the census of 1920 reported 
47.9 per cent of the farms to be operated by managers or by tenants 


_ who rented all or part of the land which they farmed. That the 
importance of farm tenancy and therefore of farm landlordism is 


increasing is indicated by the fact that, in 1920, 43.6 per cent of the 
value of the farm land and buildings of the country is estimated to 
have been rented from the owners by the farmers, whereas the cor- 
responding percentages were 39.5 in 1910 and 35.4 in 1900." 


10.5. Dept. Agr. Yearbook 1923, p. 515. 
102322°—26 1 i 


2 BULLETIN 1432, U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Among the questions which the results of the present study at 
least partly answer are the following: y 

Who own the rented farms? 

What part of them is in the possession of the largest holders? | 

To what extent are owners of rented farm property distant| 
absentees ? | 

How did present owners acquire their land? | 

What are their occupations, their ages, their farm experience? 

To what extent are farm tenants related by blood or marriage to. 
farm landlords? | 


METHODS AND AREAS OF STUDY 


A report on matters relating to the ownership of rented farms was: 
made in connection with the Twelfth (1900) Census.2 That report’ 
was based on a classification of the rented farms of the country by 
ownership and by residence of the owners in relation to the land.) 
The information needed to make this classification was obtained by) 
the census enumerators when they obtained the answers to questions: 
which asked the acreage and value of the rented farms, the kind of 
rent paid by the tenants, and the names and addresses of the owners.: 
Answers to the same questions were obtained by the enumerators: 
of the fourteenth (1920) census, and these data were analyzed by) 
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics in cooperation with the 
Bureau of the Census. | 

Methods of studying the questions of concentration and absentee 
ism in ownership in 1920 were similar to those used in 1900. From 
each rented farm schedule the acreage, the value of the real estate, 
the State and county in which the farm was located, and the name’ 
and address of the owner were transferred to a slip of paper. The 
slips were assorted according to the counties in which the owners: 
resided and then subdivided so that all the owners living in each’ 
city, town, or village were brought together. These slips were then) 
arranged in alphabetical order. This last process brought together: 
all of the rented farms which any given landlord owned in the 184° 
counties studied in 1920. The 1900 index brought together all of | 
the farms which a landlord owned in the United States.’ | 

The 184 counties are only 6 per cent of the counties of the country, | 
yet they contained in 1920 11.2 per cent of all the rented farms, | 
10.9 per cent of all the acreage in rented farms, and 18.6 per cent of 
the total value of land and buildings rented to tenants who owned 
none of the land which they farmed. In the 184 counties, rented 
farms averaged 105 acres and were worth $16,001 each, whereas taking 
the other counties of the country collectively, rented farms averaged 
108 acres and were worth $8,890 each. For purposes of tabulation 
and comparison the 184 counties are handled as 31 groups of counties, 
and these 31 groups are further combined for some comparisons. | 


—_ 


2 Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900, Vol. V, Agriculture, Pt. 1, pp. Ixxxv-xciii, and pp. 309-317. 

3 Tabulations of the census of 1900 show that 4.5 per cent of the rented farms were not indexed as to owner- 
ship by thatcensus. Thenuniber ofrented farms in 1920 in the 184 counties indexed was 276,083. The value~ 
of the land and buildings was $4,417,534,012, and the acreage was 29,120,860. The ownership of 90.7 per cent — 
or 250,362, of the 276,083 rented farms was indexed. The 250,362 rented farms indexed were found to con- 
sist of 256,175 farms and parcels of farms, 95.7 per cent of which were farms in themselves and not parcels 
of farms. The occupants of the other farms, 5,214 in number, each rented parcels from two or more land-_ 
lords, a total of 11,027 parcels. 


a | 
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' The 1900 report of the Bureau of the Census concerns itself with 
_ the rented farms within the entire area of continental United States, 
_ whereas 1920 conditions as reported in this bulletin are limited to 
rented farms located in 184 counties grouped in 24 of the 48 States. 


_ The counties chosen for the 1920 study are counties in which the 
- percentage of tenancy on farms is relatively high.4 (Fig. 1.) 


OWNERSHIP OF RENTED FARMS STUDY 
Indexed by County Groups, 1920 
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_ Fig. 1.—The 184 counties are handled as 31 groups of counties. They are in representative cotton, corn, 
: wheat, tobacco, and general farming sections of the country 


-. Group 1. Genesee, Livingston, Monroe, Orleans, and Wyoming Counties, N.Y. 
-- Group 2. Jefferson, Montgomery, and Orange Counties, N. Y. 
. Group 3. Sussex and Warren Counties, N. J. 
Group 4. Adams, Berks, Chester, Cumberland, Franklin, Lancaster, Lehigh, Northampton, and 
| York Counties, Pa. 
Group 5. Butler, Champaign, Clark, Darke, Fayette, Greene, Madison, Miami, Montgomery, Preble, 
_. and Warren Counties, Ohio. 
-» Group 6. Boone, DeKalb, Grundy, Kane, Kendall, LaSalle, Lee, McHenry, Ogle, Whiteside, and 
-' Winnebago Counties, Ill. 
Group 7. Champaign, DeWitt, Ford, Iroquois, Kankakee, Livingston, Logan, McLean, Macon, and 
| Piatt Counties, Ill. 
| Group 8. Branch, Calhoun, Clinton, Eaton, Hillsdale, Ingham, Jackson, and Lenawee Counties, Mich. 
. Group 9..Dane, Fond du Lac, Green, Jefferson, Rock, and Walworth Counties, Wis. 
Group 10. Cherokee, Dickinson, Lyon, O’Brien, Osceola, Plymouth, and Sioux Counties, Iowa. 
, Group 11. Blackhawk, Boone, Calhoun, Grundy, Hamilton, Hardin, Marshall, Story, Tama, Warren 
_ and Webster Counties, Iowa. 
, Group 12. Barnes, Cass, Dickey, Grand Forks, LaMoure, Ransom, Richland, Sargent, Steele, and 
- Traill Counties, N. Dak. 
Group 13. Brown County, S. Dak. ; 
| Group 14. Barton, Edwards, Harvey, Kiowa, McPherson, Pawnee, Pratt, Reno, Rice, and Stafford 
, Counties, Kans. 
Group 15. Kent, New Castle, and Sussex Counties, Del. 
Group 16. Caroline, Cecil, Dorchester, Kent, Queen Anne, Somerset, Talbot, Wicomico, and Wor- 
* cester Counties, Md. 
| Group 17. Accomac and Northampton Counties, Va. 
_ Group 18. Halifax, Henry, Mecklenburg, and Pittsylvania Counties, Va. 
Group 19. Caswell, Granville, Person, Rockingham, and Vance Counties, N. C. 
Group 20. Anson, Richmond, Scotland, and Union Counties, N. C. 
Group 21.—Chesterfield and Marlboro Counties, 8S. C 
Group 22. Barrow, Clark, Jackson, Morgan, Oconee, and Taliaferro Counties, Ga. 
Group 23. Christian, Daviess, and Henderson Counties, Ky. 
Group 24. Bourbon, Clarke, Fayette, Franklin, Jessamine, Scott, Shelby, and Woodford Counties, Ky. 
Group 25. Dallas, Lowndes, and Wilcox Counties, Ala. 
| Group 26. Bolivar, Coahoma, LeFlore, Sunflower, and Washington Counties, Miss. 
Group 27. Acadia, Allen, Evangeline, and Jeff Davis Counties, La. 
Group 28. Bryan, Johnston, Marshall, and Murray Counties, Okla. 
_ Group 29. Greer, Harmon, Jackson, Kiowa, and Tillman Counties, Okla. 
' Group 30. Bell, Ellis, Hill, and McLennan Counties, Tex. 
_ _ Group 31. Alameda, Colusa, Contra Costa, Madera, Sacramento, San Joaquin, Solano, Sutter, and 
_ Yolo Counties, Calif. 


| a Lhe names of the counties, arranged in groups, follow. Each group of counties is given a number which 
is Betred to in the tables of this bulletin to avoid the necessity of repeatedly listing the names of the 
_ counties. 
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Supplemental information bearing on the status of owners o 
rented farms on January 1, 1920, was obtained by addressing ques- | 
tionnaires to a large porportion of the owners of rented farms in the | 
184 counties studied. 

Considerable difference exists between the various counties and | 


| 


areas studied with respect to the average acreage and value per farm | 
and value per acre of farm land. For example, in the Dakota area | 
the farms contained an average of 406 acres, whereas in the Missis- ‘| 
sippi area the farms contained an average of only 22 acres. Owner-_ 
ship of 400 rented acres in the Dakota area would therefore suggest 
the ownership of one rented farm of about the average size, whereas 
the owner of 400 rented acres in the Mississippi area might be ex- 
pected to have 18 tenants if each tenant has a farm of about average 
size. | 
To illustrate the marked difference in value of the tenant farms in| 
the different areas studied, comparison may be made between the | 
area in central Illinois and the area centrally located along the boun- 
dary between Virginia and North Carolina. The amount of money 
requisite to own the land and buildings of a farm of average value in 
the central Illinois area would enable a buyer to acquire land and | 
buildings enough in this tobacco-growing section of Virginia and | 
North Carolina to rent to 18 tenants. (Table 1.) | 


aes Se 
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TaBLE 1.—Areas in which the ownership of rented farms was indexed, 1920 


Counties Average of rented farms, 
studied 1920 ? 
- Type of farming by Value of land and |} 
State and location group buildings | 
Total |Group ! Size 
Per Per 
farm acre 
Num- | Num- 
ber ber Acres 
New yore westerns wir oe Od), Leabtek 5 1 | Fruit and general_______ 112 | $11, 616 $104 
ewey ork, scattered. 32 22222 3 2 . | 
New Jersey, northern__-_________- 2 3 \Dairy Se ee Se ee are 146 8, 149 56 
Pennsylvania, southeastern. ______ 9 4 | General and dairy______- 82 8, 781 107) 
Ohio, southwestern__-____________ 11 ESial la G onoley we) rey ne etal Wey ee 107 16, 398 153 
MUiMOIS MOT MerMes ae eee eae 11 6 | Corn, oats, dairy.____-_- 164 38, 347 233) 
MimMolss central salmaaa uae eyes 10 Gala€ OLN OD tS eee tena ee 173 54, 854 317 
Michigan, southern__-____________ 8 8 | Dairy and general_______ 118 10, 551 89 | 
Wisconsin, southern__-_-__________ 6 Qa ID Airy eee eee tree 132 19, 275 146 | 
Towa, northwestern_- __-_- Uf 10 | Corn, oats, livestock___- 192 55, 315 288 
Toma contya pen os pemaer os 11 il ‘oe Dea ees AANA SOE Lea 167 44, 595 267 | 
Nort akota, eastern 10 12 . ! 
South Dakota, northeastern_______ 1 13 Small grains. ____-------- 406 29, 828 73 1 
IKCAMSAS NCO MUbAll yee ae eee rere 10 14 | Small grains and corn__- 272 22, 198 82 9 
Delaware sc Qe wet) ee ee 3 15 | Dairy and general_______ 118 7, 746 65 | 
Maryland, eastern. 22222 esr 9 16 | Truck and general_-____- 131 9, 483 720) | 
Virginia, gos eh Cap ew 2 OL Zin DTH Katee ee elie SE SS 51 7, 976 156 | 
Virginia, south central____________ 4 18 
North Carolina, north central 5 19 Tobacco and corn._...... UU et 44 : 
ort arloina, south central]____- 4 20 = | 
South Carolina, north central__-___ 2 21 \Cotton and corn------.. ; 3, 850 82. | l 
Georgia, northeastern____________- 6 DPR eeettah Go eins See Abe 2m 49 3, 867 92 | 
Kentucky, western______-________- 3 23 | Tobacco and corn___-_-.. 46 4, 638 102} | 
Kentucky, north central_________- 8 24 | Tobacco and general_-_-_- 50 10, 397 209) } 
Alabama, south central___________ 3 25a aC OLbOnee ssa ae anes 34 8 25 9 | 
Mississippi, weStern___-_____--_-_- 5 268 teaes Co Kaye ey Sr ioe eG 22 4, 617 214 |] 
Louisiana, south central__________- 4 27 | Rice and cotton_-_--_---. 64 4,723 74°} 
Oklahoma, south central_____!___- 4 280 RC OtLCOn see nae aise eens 92 5, 639 62 ‘I | 
Oklahoma, southwestern_______--- 5 29 | Cotton and general___-_. 168 8, 162 48 | \ 
‘Mexas centralaueateie ves sree 4 S05iNC ottonm aan atte area 87 11, 216 129 | ( 
California, north central..._______- 9 31 | General and_horticul- 258 34, 263 133 7 | 
tural. 
Allvareasistudied = 22 2a sn === 184 31 IAVCLALC ans ee 105 16, 001 152 
( 


1 See footnote 4 on page 3. 
2 Obtained from acreage and value totals reported by the Bureau of the Census. 
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The importance of the problems associated with farm tenancy in 
the North Central States led to the selection of 85 counties in those 
States out of the 184 counties selected in all. Department Bulletin 
1433, ‘““The Ownership of Tenant Farms in the North Central 
) States,” shows with greater detail the conditions surrounding the 
ownership of rented land in those States than the present bulletin 
could regarding all of the areas studied. 


CONCENTRATION OF OWNERSHIP 
AVERAGE SIZE OF HOLDINGS OF RENTED FARMS, 1900 AND 1920 


Tenant farms in the United States averaged 96.3 acres in size and 
$2,345 in value of land and buildings in 1900, as compared with the 
1920 average of 107.9 acres in size and $9,690 in value. In comparing 
1900 and 1920 figures on concentration of ownership one would there- 
fore expect to find an increase in terms of acres and value, even if 
there were little or no change in terms of farms. Of the nine sections 
into which the country is divided by the census, in the South Atlantic 
the East South Central, and the Pacific sections the average size of 
tenant farms decreased in the 20 years; in other sections the average 
size of tenant farms increased. In all sections the average value of 
Jand and buildings per tenant farm increased, more than doubling in 
every section except the middle Atlantic States. The average size 
and value of land and buildings of rented farms in 1900 and in 1920 
are given in Table 2 for the different sections of the country and for 
selected States. | 


TaBLE 2.—Average size and value of tenant farms by sections of the country and 
selected States, 1900 and 1920 


Ratio of 
Average of all tenant farms ! SALE 
per acre of 
Val f land and seu ra 
A alue of land an an 
State or section Size of farm buildings per | buildings 
farm in 1920 
to same in 
a ee ee | 1900 100 
1900 1920 1900 1920 per cent) 
Acres Acres 
PU Weel MOLT Ges tere ene Oa ce on ee cur 107.1 1 $2, 896 $5, 978 2M 
Mind dlee Atlantic =amtenk ht Dee ee se eee 104. 5 109. 2 4, 888 8, 594 WA 
BeristeNOortheOentralhes ae aan ee er 106. 3 126. 0 Onde 19, 607 3.0 
isi Nontai@entrales: ). oils Guat n ea ee VS, 150. 6 219. 5 4, 105 25, 272 4,1 
BOMUMAL ATi Gmes se a at cient ek GRE See Lar Peedi <a! 75. 0 58. 2 857 3, 427 4.6 
AS SOULE Cen balms eae ee is Be Wy 61.1 44,7 666 2, 508 4.0 
iest SouthCentral sas sos ee a eo eee rays 90. 3 99. 0 928 4,973 5. 6 
MUM Loubigesee sus eaeenchee ee ope a Pan eer 349. 6 359. 5 3, 758 15, 450 Shite 
EAGT Cece see ental on Paceeelh, ee ea bein, yey NS eine ae 331.9 272.7 7, 743 4.1 
eribed Shales est SS ANY RMU Pe 6h 96.3! 107.9 2, 345 3.5 
SELECTED STATES 
PECTS ly ATi A sa oe it ea a ee a idee Joe be as, 98. 7 98. 6 555 1.6 
Fae gS AO eR aS Ge SNS BY AN Se me ree 92.7 105. 2 4, 089 250 
ETE O GS BOGEN Sete ls ee ee ot Wa ayy etl tee a ge 122. 2 148. 2 7, 182 3.5 
Ratan Fat 023 Tae adage De Pee an ng WNP A een Nae 95. 0 112. 4 3, 500 2as 
DEB ae So ee ET BS PEEL RE ENS ae Carre ee ran 145. 8 166. 8 6, 210 582 
ROGET pI) AKO a pee ne eee ane ee ne alent 347. 0 499, 4 5, 746 aoe 
ETI GIES BABE AS ied Rn Nee 165. 0 252. 3 2, 990 4.0 
BBS A WAlG Str Udell bs Sia ee RUE eRe oe, ae eee 128. 4 118. 3 3, 858 Pail 
Maryland BS Said Nephi eG peal RET ae kA NT hy oh gt te YS ah ao a 140. 1 126.3 4, 289 2. 4 
OUTER URE, oA lO AU ESS i ea ey UA EIS Bree 102. 7 83. 3 1, 204 4.0 
2 Gyrat: (QUOT ak: Sage ee Ae bare. em ae ee niger ee 67. 4 LPL Tf 598 6.3 
PC OGG IE ae teri Jee eh a en Ne Sed 74. 7 56. 6 575 6.4 
BCCTICT Cay ieee yee ee Se 2 ee ea Se ee eat e eT 55. 6 50. 4 1, 191 3. 4 
VAT TC es ee ase eee ate pee 52. 4 47, 2 412 4.3 
SPIASSISSUTS IIpa get ghee na ee elie, Caan tomeN ta“ AGy. Sunt eata 41.8 34.9 494 5.2 
DIRIGO ee aS ee Pee) ries Nee RO ne ee 165. 4 128. 3 1, 088 2d) 
2 FESS Be IR, SO lew eg hae RAEN tee SOR Gale 106. 3 135. 4 1, 161 5.9 
PARI OEITI ee te me ee eee cca ee Seem Re ae te ees 396. 0 265. 9 10, 127 4.3 


1 Census data. 2 Computed from U.S, Census data. 
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Landlords owning rented farms in the 184 counties studied in 1920 - 
owned on the average 1.65 rented farms each, or 169 rented acres - 
worth $19,438.° In 1900 the owners of the rented farms of the. 
United States owned 1.54 rented farms each on an average, contain-_ 
ing a total of 147 acres worth $3,597, at the time. If these holdings | 
of rented farms increased in value between 1900 and 1920 at the same — 
rate that farms of all kinds increased, they would have been worth. 
$12,590 in 1920. : 


In Delaware, the only State for which the ownership of rented | 
farms was indexed for every county in 1920, the landlords of its. 
rented farms owned 1.29 rented Delaware farms on the average, 


containing, for each landlord, a total of 161 rented acres, worth — 


$10,357. In 1900 the landlords of the rented farms of Delaware 

owned an average of 1.32 rented Delaware farms each. At that time. 
a holding of that many farms would have contained an average of 170) 
acres, worth $5,076. | 

Between 1900 and 1920 farm real estate in Delaware increased in 
value at a rate such that property worth $5,076 in 1900 would have 
been worth $10,776 in 1920. The figures suggest a slight decrease in 
the degree of concentration of ownership of rented Delaware farms 
whether measured in terms of rented farms, acreages, or value of real 
estate. 

On the other hand, an opposite trend in concentration appears 
to have occurred in some other States. For instance, in Ohio, in 
1920, the owners of rented farms in the 11 counties studied in that 
State each owned an average of 1.16 rented farms in those counties, 
or 115 rented acres, worth $17,978. In 1900 the rented farms of 
Ohio were owned by landlords who owned an average of 1.12 rented 
Ohio farms apiece, an average holding which would have contained © 
105 acres, worth $4,617 in 1900. Between 1900 and 1920 Ohio farm 
real estate increased in value at a rate such that property worth 
$4,617 in 1900 would have been worth $12,350 in 1920. The figures 
suggest an increase in the degree of concentration of ownership of 
rented farms in Ohio whether measured in terms of rented farms, 
acreages, or value of real estate. Other comparisons are afforded — 
by Table 3. ; 


5 Landlords to the number of 24,373 replying to questionnaires for the 184 counties in which the ownership 
of rented farms was studied for 1920 returned replies which indicated the number of tenants on their 
land. Within limits their answers afford a check on the information obtained by the index to the owner- 
ship of rented farms in the areas studied. 

‘The 24,373 landlords who replied reported an average of 2.33 tenants each. Holdings of rented acres © 
averaged 265 for each owner. ‘The index showed that the 256,175 rented farms indexed for ownership in ~ 
the 184 counties studied were owned by 154,730 owners, which amounts to an average of 1.65 tenants apiece. — 
The index showed the average landlord to have had 169 rented acres. The index, however, included only ~ 
such rented acreages as were operated by tenants who owned none of the land which they farmed. On the — 
other hand, landlords in their replies reported acreages rented to part owners and they reported part owners ~ 
as tenants. x 

It is very probable that some of the 24,373 landlords who replied interpreted the question asking how ~ 
many tenants they had to allude to the number of persons resident on their land, including the wives and ~ 
children of their tenants as well as regular hired help. Such a misunderstanding would raise the number of 
tenants reported to a figure higher than the true average. However, one would not expect the average © 
number of tenants reported by those who answered the questionnaire to be as low as the average shown by ~ 
the index, since the index concerns rented farms operated by tenants who owned none of the land which 
they farmed and since the index is for only 184 counties and therefore fails to reveal a complete picture of 
the facts about concentration of ownership. ‘ 

Another cause of the divergence in the results of the index and of the questionnaire is the fact that the 
landlords who replied to the questionnaire owned more rented farms than the landlords who did not reply. i 
That this was the case was brought out by a study of the number of rented farms of landlords owning ina © 
number of counties in the North Central States. The index showed that the 7,095 landlords who replied © 
from these counties owned an average of 1.24 rented farms, or 267 rented acres each. The index showed — 
that the landlords who owned in the same counties but who did not reply to the questionnaire had an ~ 
average of but 1.19 tenants, or 237 rented acres. ; 
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TaBLE 3.—Average-size and value of holdings of owners of rented farms in selected 
areas, 1900 and 1920 


r 
' 1900 


Rented farm property held 


State Neve of aug and 
uildings 
Farms Acres 3 
1900 1920 1 

Number | Number | Dollars | Dollars 
RMA AOD: Kemet et a5 ees eee pee ee ee a Bo 1. 08 122 4, 964 8, 746 
BEMMES VAN CESCV Ec eres ee eee Late ay pia oe ee tek eee eh inate} 106 5, 672 10, 868 
BPETTHS Vly IMac eke ce eee ae Oe Ee ge ee 1. 08 111 5, 785 9, 372 
ATC) Monies SATE iy oh oA EEG NS A ERE re ee OR? oe Ea SS 1,12 105 4, 617 12, 350 
BERIT OQ IS re 8 SG NSS rd Me aes Ue pe gh Ee ee et 1. 26 156 9, 142 ~ 31, 854 
PRITAM yo et Nee eater hs Pee an a ee epee 1.05 101 3, 718 8, 461 
BEMISC OMIT be o2 512 ooo ne ae ee poe eA shi PRES ge ae ee 1. 06 136 5, 957 17, 037 
Ma epiee Shs emi se eR a le TR ee as ne Re Bes UR Se 1. 20 176 45 Oe 39, 386 
POR aAkOtas ss 4 ert SES EE Oe Ay ed thy ee i bye 383 6, 424 20, 642 
are aka aves ese tee eo ee ee ee ee 1215 344 4,970 30, 748 
MARMSAG tie Se SNe ee ie ee of rene rind 8 VR DT i Fal 195 3, 673 14, 812 
ip D Rie Sarr g ee Bee eet SiS eee ee ee er ee et ee ees eee ee 1. 32 170 5, 076 10, 776 
BUerig ysl tT Cl em ee a a es ei Oey rn Ry se se 1. 24 176 5, 380 12, 901 
TESTES BE SE eae cps yh ee ee Ree ee eR ee te 4 1. 38 142 1, 659 6, 712 
Le DE BEE CAEY 03 NIG Se see ee ee ee eee oe 161 109 966 6, 065 
South Carolina________-_ Tae SS EI eb 9 sea I ene eae 2. 30 124 1, 167 8, 4382 
RON ates eee pepe net ioe PEEP ee Fo eset eh tT Es 2 at 1. 92 143 1, 104 7, 106 
SREATE LIC Rayjee ate arse Ace enc cee ee Sit eet eas pee Oe a eT 1. 34 75 1, 600 5, 559 
RMA Demet SAN Oe SEER RETR POE AME: 2. 27 119 934 3, 986 
BOIISSSSH) [lense ee ta eye ee as oF Py de 2. 42 101 1, 199 6, 249 
MMS ST ATI oe oer eeetep ta ony rine tees or IFLA ne ae Seca ee | 2. 06 89 1, 281 4, 748 
“ZAC ee eS Seg et ek OF ER Ee ae hs Shee Se eer | Nh Se Sears er | aes gee ey ey ae ed 
ER a ae EB RE NE TS pe gta Eau ok Ce Sa ey ae ten ee 1. 66 172 1, 925 11, 35. 
eB ODIN A sete eee eee eT RT AOE AE EP 1..28 516 13, 063 55, 673 
WENT ECE S CEOS eee ace re ae eer ae ee a 1. 54 147 3, 597 12, 590 

1920 
Countiesctudied Rented farm property held 

State and location Value of 

Farms | Acres | l@nd and 
Total | Group 2 buildings 

Number | Number | Number | Number | Dollars 
Pew, NOnK: WESLORM: 22 2 Sie her tS es 5 1 1. 08 115 12, 364 
New York and New Jersey, scattered__.________-_2_2 Bay a OH 1.09 159 8, 894 
Pennsylvania, southeastern -_--___.___ _.___________- 9 4 i; ily 97 10, 274 
Be O mWESLERT seer eae ee Se RE ee en 11 5 AG 115 17, 978 
PM OISS ORG HORM ie sees ee ee es he Ree il 6 1. 19 189 44, 518 
MbLAOIS COM tales sec near Ge ee ee Ce 10 7 Si 215 67, 685 
aehican SOUL Meri sees een inal Wal eee re 8 8 1. 04 120 11, 091 
Syisconsinsouthermess e 6 9 1.07 138 20, 469 
Mayan Ont western. ees ns Me oan et Sat 7 10 1b 7 238 68, 779 
Mem CONE Tail ane eee res gee ea ae Tig) Ca ct 11 11 1. 20 193 51, 664 
_ North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern ___________ 11 ej 1: Teal/ 447 So yloe 
Betas, COLT alter] 3 ae eS) Fee 10 14 12323 301 24, 538 
TSA slay aN eh (ene a Ni eee hbk deg 3 15 1. 29 161 10, 357 
Mpieny land easton’ so sam tree ke om es Meee Ie eee se 9 16 1.32 179 12, 360 
MBEAN CASLCDM oe ae eet aa UOT ee os Peach | 2 17 1. 74 89 13, 866 
Virginia and North Carolina, central________________ 9 18, 19 Pw 124 5, 238 
North Carolina and South Carolina, central_________ 6 20, 21 2e33 109 8, 848 
corps onOntneastenm se: — ars ea ae Oe 6 22 2. 30 97 8, 641 
aerTiiickey-iwestern oe, eet eS ee 3 23 1. 54 71 7, 137 
ESTE C Key CONTE Al een. see CEN ies i 8 24 Een 72 14, 365 
Rm MMAMIay COWLPALS 2 | seta R Nel oe yawn ee oe 3 25 4. 46 159 3, 989 
SESSISSIP) IMs WSLCEM see ee bike 5 26 6. 71 149 30, 642 
Peansiana, South central. 9-02-23 oe 4 27 eet 113 8, 350 
wilahoma; south centrale: =. 2222 Pees Se 4 28 1. 62 43 8, 822 
Brel shoma Southwestern. — as) 8s oe Sy Sees 5 29 1. 26 207 10, 409 
ESN COntralee es aes ee SN aS ae 4 30 1. 66 144 18, 549 
Sarhtonnia north central. st sles ee cee 9 31 1. 29 319 43, 900 
All areas studied, 24 States__...___.__5-_______ 184 1-31 1. 65 169 19, 438 


1 What the average holdings of 1900 would have been worth in 1920 if the same relative increase in value 
occurred between 1900 and 1920 as occurred to the value of all farm land and buildings in each State. 

? Oklahoma was organized as a State and largely settled since 1900. 

3 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 
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EXTENT OF OWNERSHIP BY LANDLORDS WITH THREE OR- MORE RENTED FARMS, 1900 | 
AND 1920 | 


To facilitate comparison of degree of concentration of ownership — 
of rented farms in 1900 and in 1920, a separation of landlords and of | 
rented farms was made accordingly as the owners had one or two | 
rented farms or three or more rented farms. | 

In 1900, 33.2 per cent of the rented farms, or about a third of the 
number, were owned by persons having three or more rented farms. 
Numerically these were 8.6 per cent of the landlords. Their rented 
farms contained 24 per cent of the rented acreage and were worth 
18.8 per cent of the value of the land and buildings rented to farm 
tenants. Over two-thirds of the rented farms of residents of Missis- 
sippi and Louisiana were owned by persons having three or more | 
rented farms. Inmost of the Southern States resident landlords who 
had three or more rented farms owned more than a fourth of the rented _ 
farms, but this was not true of any Northern or Western State. 

In the five Mississippi counties of the 1920 study, land is mainly 
held in large plantations which are farmed by supervised tenants who © 
may each tend 10, 15, or 20 acres in cotton with a small patch of corn. _ 
The farmers are mostly negro tenants, the farm owners and overseers 
mostly white. The 1920 tabulations show that owners with three 
or more tenants in these counties held about seven-eighths of the 
farms rented to tenants. In the three Alabama counties where condi- 
tions are somewhat similar, over four-fifths of the farms rented to 
tenants were owned by landlords with three or more farm tenants. 

In the four Texas counties studied, most of the farmers are whites; 
and, although the percentage of tenancy is high, the land is usually 
handled as separate farms and not according to the plantation system. 
Three-eighths of the rented farms were owned by persons with three 
or more rented farms in 1920. In Delaware and in the near-by coun- 
ties of eastern Maryland about one-fifth of the rented farms were held 
by persons with three or more rented farms, whereas in eastern Penn- 
sylvania about a tenth and in the New York and New Jersey counties 
less than a twentieth were so owned. (Table 4.) . 
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TABLE 4.—Percentage of rented farm real estate owned by landlords with three or 
more rented farms tin selected areas, 1900 and 1920 


1900 
Percent- | Percentage of rented farm real 
age of estate owned by enor 
farm with three or more rented 
landlords farms 
Residence State of the owners with : 
three or 
more 
rented Farms | Acreage | Value 
farms 
3 Per cent | Per cent | Per cent | Per cent 
2 UEP SCG ees ae ate Bes BE oe ee ae 2a ee ONS Sees eee ead 1.7 10.1 9.8 8.4 
PS WEL OLSOV A = sai a) asy ee Me eee OE ps FE 2.2 7.9 9.6 8.8 
EST SYED AEN Ae rae een te en RS NOD Doh ol PU erent eS 19 7.6 9.1 8.9 
2 TE oe i Sy See bes 2a Sia eye hs omen as ee FB. 8.8 9. 2 8.0 
ODERT NE) pte ee eee ae SS untae el gos iat ES 4.7 16.8 STI 18. 6 
WONT O anaes. yee Pek Oe bac eter pe ies BELL RS sre ee Ted li 3. 4 3. 6 3. 6 
MEBISC OTIS HTie eaten ei Saisie eal Se Se aga ee ae I .8 3.1 2.8 3. 0 
TS Se SS SP DR cence eer Se 3.9 13. 4 12.4 12. 1 
MORE HOD) AK Opa tao Rtas PLE eh ee SPA A es Se Se 1.9 6.7 8.2 9.1 
SSRREEG ERIE) EKG) 2 ee mua a tee ya ee Me a ol ee | 2.4 10. 4 10. 6 10. 5 
TET SAG Merman ea See Safe ee BS nee gE ee aS | 3. 6 15% 7 14. 4 14.0 
TS LBS gee Set a ND eh Sa eee ie See ae 8.3 25. 6 28. 7 24. 6 
ELUENT ig in Al il ee a Na ea eh re ed ag ae os 18. 2 20. 4 16.9 
MBER Ria prea roee ie tah eee Pe? SEE Pee A fe eee 8.3 26. 6 24.3 AAI 
MEMO RTL EOLA eye es els ee oe Sane eM Se 12.1 36. 3 34. 9 36. 6 
RULE C AROMA see or emer eRe Cl ee Se ae RT 22.2 58. 2 54. 5 55. 4 
PEDAL SE NEB a a a Se I | a ST ee ae ee A 18. 2 50. 2 49.5 48. 1 
REG FG UC Keyes ce te i pe ie ee <* sea ee 6. 4 20. 7 20. 4 19.0 
ag PLDT ETE SS ace OER A eee Se oe eee Se Ses Bee 21.2 61.7 57. 6 61. 8 
BAS SISS Ef) [ime eee ae eee eee See ee ee. oe ee 24. 4 67. 6 60. 4 (AEs 
BRS EIST ATI Sw ee ete | SS! A eh Dp! Sis 22. 1 66. 9 56. 2 70. 2 
TE GSE a ee ee ee ee ee 13.3 40. 5 28. 0 39.9 
SOE TVREG TUN yee enna a Ca eR SR See ee eee = ee BE eS SL 4.3 - 18.7 PAH 1 26. 8 
UNILO CES CALS re. passe tk = See oad: Rw rel 5 © 8.6 33. 2 24. 0 18. 8 
1920 
eel Percentage of rented for 
: C real estate owne y 
Somues studied jean landlords with three or 
ae more rented farms 
State and location ee ee | 
three of 
Total | Group! Bed Farms | Acreage| Value 
farms 
Number | Number | Per cent| Per cent | Per cent| Per cent 
MIP WaYiOnk> WESLODPN So 5-2 Sonne ee 5 1 0.9 3. 6 5. 4,2 
New York and New Jersey, scattered___________ 5 2,3 158° 4.3 iil 4.5 
Pennsylvania, southeastern_____________________ 9 a 2.8 9.0 8.3 9. 6 
PRETO RW.CSLODI Stew akan a eae ee ES 11 5 250 8.5 9.9 10. 1 
MPEAGIS= NM OnLHErMN! sees © Nee hei eee 11 6 3. 2 10.3 11.6 12.0 
MOIS Centhala a. iy. st he 10 7 5.6 18.3 20. 6 20. 7 
EMG ATT SOU GMELIN te he oayen tale ee ie eg oer 8 8 .4 1.4 1.6 16 7 
Miisconsin southern) ee ee yak 6 9 1.0 3.1 3. 2 3. 6 
MA NOLL WOSLODM =. 266 = bot dee ee 7 10 5.7 16. 6 LS Li 2 
Mewar centrale ccs Wk AP Ue eee ee eee 11 11 ono 10. 4 11.8 1271 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern_______ 11 12, 13 2.9 10. 2 | 11. 4 12E 
RTH SAG CON Lhe ee oes at eee ee ee 10 14 4.5 18h 9} 14.0 14.2 
pia wares abies sys ttee SPC abs he hs a ee ee ea 3 15 6.5 19. 4 22.9 19.8 
Mciny land seastennn ee on ey es Te 9 16 6. 6 21.0 25:7 25. 6 
Biecintiay eastern: Ph Set eoe ak ett tk AA Se 2 17 15.1 40.8 41.8 41.4 
Virginia and North Carolina, central____________ 9 18, 19 14.6 39. 6 41.2 41.6 
North Carolina and South Carolina, central_____ 6 20, 21 2302 59. 3 55. 9 62.7 
Seorfia, northeastern --.___ 2225252 ek 6 22 26. 0 59. 7 59. 1 57.6 
BESTIETICKY  WOStCEN i= aan =. el yee Je 3 23 11.6 30. 5 28. 5 31.3 
m@entucky, central: siete) oY eae ee 8 24 LE? 29. 6 25. 6 27.8 
PeEibarnn, CONLPAlE. 5 bance owt Faas: SP 3 25 35.7 82.5 75.8 77.5 
BSMSSISSIDPI;nWOStOli = 22 te ee ee 5 26 39. 6 88. 8 87.8 89.0 
waaisiana, south central 22220 S22) erie 4 27 16.7 44. 5 38. 2 38.8 
aeelahoma south: centrale %00 2 2 a 4 28 12. 5 36. 3 34. 2 35. 8 
Oklahoma, southwestern___________._____-____=- 5 29 5.2 17.5 17. 6 17. 5 
LL TS CSTE a a eg 4 30 13.5 38. 7 37.6 39.5 
Saiornias north centrale. 22 32.2255 2 9 31 4,2 21. 4 28. 6 32. 0 
PMbaATeas SHIGIede ete se Reka ae 184 1-31 9.0 37.9 22.9 22. 0 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 
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CONCENTRATION OF OWNERSHIP IN VARIOUS AREAS STUDIED, 1920 


Tabulations of ownership in the areas studied were prepared to || 
show the degree of concentration of ownership in terms of rented | 


and ‘Tables 5, 6, 7, 8,9, and 10). Tables 5 and 6, used in conjunc- | 
tion, show the percentage of landlords who owned given numbers of 
rented farms and the percentage of rented farms owned by each class _ | 
oflandlords. Tables 7 and 8 used in conjunction show the percentage 
of landlords who owned given acreages of rented farms and the | 
percentage of the rented acreage owned by each class of landlords. 
Tables 9 and 10 used in conjunction show the percentage of land- 
lords whose holdings of rented farms were worth a given number of 
dollars and the percentage of the value of all holdings of rented farms 
which were owned by each class of landlords. The groupings for | 


RENTED FARM PROPERTY OWNED BY LANDLORDS WITH LARGE AMOUNTS, 1920 | 


5 OR MORE 500 OR MORE $75,000 OR MORE OF RENTED 
RENTED FARMS RENTED ACRES FARM LAND AND BUILDINGS 


LOCATION PER CENT OF PER CENT OF PER CENT OF VALUE OF 
: RENTED FARMS RENTED ACRES RENTED FARM REAL ESTATE 


AND NUMBER 
OF COUNTIES O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 


STATES 


CHES-DEL. _ 
PENINSULA 


SOUTHEASTERN, bauer 


~ 14 Bee 


STATES 


STATES 


OKLA. AND __ 
TEX. 


Fic. 2.—The South Central group of counties show a relatively high degree of concentration of ownership 


whether the measure of concentration be number of rented farms owned, number of acresowned, orvalue | 


of rented farm land and buildings owned 


Tables 5 and 6 were 1, 2, 3 or 4, 5 to 9, 10 to 19 and 20 or more rented 
farms owned. | 

The groupings for Tables 7 and 8 were 100 rented acres or less, 100 | 
to 199, 200 to 499, 590 to 999, 1,000 to 2,499, and 2,500 or more — 
rented acres owned. ‘The groupings for Tables 9 and 10 were hold-_ | 
ings worth under $5,000, $5,000 to $9,999, $10,000 to $24,999, 
$25,000 to $74,999, $75,000 to $249,999 and $250,000 or over. a 

The information afforded by Tables 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 concerning | 
one of the areas may be taken to illustrate the nature of the facts 
afforded by the tables about each of the areas studied. The peninsula | 
between the Chesapeake and the Delaware Bays contains 14 counties, | 
3 in Delaware, 9 in eastern Maryland, and 2 in Virginia to the north | 
of Cape. Charles. In 1920, of 7,672 persons owning rented farms 1n ~ 
this area 8 per cent owned 3 or more rented farms, 2.5 per cent owned 
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5 or more rented farms, and only 0.4 per cent owned 10 or more 
rented farms (Table 5). Of the owners of rented farms in the 14 
counties whose acreages were tabulated 24.5 per cent had at least 
- 200 rented acres, 5.1 per cent had 500 or more rented acres and 1.1 per 
cent had at least 1,000 rented acres (Table 7). The landlords with 
200 or more rented acres owned 60.7 per cent of the acreage, those 
with 500 or more had 26.4 per cent of the acreage, and those with 
1,000 or more had 11.1 per cent of the acreage (Table 8). In terms 
of value those landlords who had $10,000 or more of rented farm 
real estate held 79.3 per cent of the rented farm property indexed 
(Table 10). The landlords with that much property composed 39.8 
per cent of the landlords (Table 9). Those owners who had at least 
$75,000 of rented farm property numbered but 1.5 per cent of the 
landlords, bat the property they rented to tenants was worth 12 per 
cent of the rented farm property indexed by ownership (Tables 9 
and 10.) 
_ Comparing the several areas with regard to the percentage of 
rented farms owned by persons with 20 or more rented farms, it 
_ appears that in the five counties in the Yazoo Delta of Mississippi 
over half the rented farms are owned by such landlords, whereas in 
_ the three counties in the black prairie of Alabama over a third of the 
rented farms are so owned. ‘The other areas in which over 5 per cent 
of the rented farms were owned by landlords with 20 or more rented 
_ farms were in the Carolinas, in Georgia, and in California (Table 6). 
A comparison of the areas with regard to the percentage of rented 
acres owned by persons with 2,500 or more rented acres shows that 
the California area has 33.7 per cent thus owned; the Mississippi area, 
14 percent; the Louisiana area, 6.7 per cent; the Alabama area, 6.4 per 
cent; and the Dakota area, 6.2 per cent (Table 8). 
_ Incomparing the areas with regard to the percentage of the value 
of rented farm real estate owned by persons with at least $75,000 of 
such property, the Mississippi area heads the list with 65 per cent, 
followed by central California with 60.4 per cent, central [linois with 
57.9 per cent, northwestern Iowa with 55.8 per cent, central lowa 
with 41.3 per cent, northern Illinois with 35.1 per cent, and the blue- 
grass counties of Kentucky with 30.2 per cent (Table 10). 
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TaBLE 5.—Farm landlords grouped by number of rented farms held, selected areas, 
1920 


State and location 


INiewaw ork, westenntee= = ees ae 
New York and New Jersey, scattered____- 
Pennsylvania, southeastern______________ 


Three Northeastern States_________ 


ONO WeSTCrI ee i see ase ee re ee ms 
Illinois, northern 
THINS: (Con trals 4s = = a ee 
Michivanssoupnennee =. sae se Soke 
Wisconsin, southern 
[Towa-northwestermm=2--25) 2-3 As 
Owls COMETAL SS. my eee NB TS AL tie 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern. 
Kansas, central 


Eight North Central States_________ 
Welaware; (all) sce See a ee 
Maryland: eastern: 430.) L202 Penns aes 
Wirpinia \e@asberms 2.5. 2 uae Eas sete 


Chesapeake-Delaware Peninsula_-__- 


Virginia-North Carolina, combined center- 
North Carolina and South Carolina com- 
DIO CKCORN TOK tee = eee ee ee ee 
Georgia: morbheasterns 222848. * bas eo 
enitucksy, Western. -- 2h Pe 
Kentick-y,icentral: 42 Ji SERIA 


Five Southeastern States___________ 
Alapame (central -~; 230 oo bone bee 
IVMISSISSIP DI, Westenra ee. fr ee FLEE et ee 
Louisiana, south central 


Three South Central States________ 


Oklahoma, south central 
Oklahoma, southwestern 
Texas, central 


Two Southwest Central States_____ 
California, north central 


All areas studied, 24 States_________ 
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eau Percentage of landlords holding— 
Land- 
lords 
eee i studied 1 2 3or | 5or | 100r| 20o0r 
otal] Group more | more | more | more 
farm | farms! tarms| farms|farms| farms 
Per | Per | Per | Per | Per | Per 
No. No. | Number | cent | cent | cent | cent | cent | cent 
5 il 3, 399 | 94.5 4.6 0.9 On2 0.1 0.1 
5 20 2, 752 | 92.8 5.9 i .l 0 0 
9 4 12, 146 | 87.8 9.4 2.8 Ata) 0 0 
19| 14| 18,297|898| 80| 221 .3/ 0 | @ 
11 5 9, 638 | 89.0 8.5 Das) mis) (2) (?) 
11 6 10, 235 | 86.5 | 10.3 ere, 4 a (?) 
10 vf 12, 437 | 81.4 | 13.0 5. 6 1.0 21233) 
8 8 6, 480 | 96. 2 3. 4 4 (2) 0 0 
6 9 4,890 | 94.0 5.0 1.0 seit 0 0 
7 10| 6,164| 822/121] 5.7] Lo] .2) @ 
11 11 OF355)|) 85. bye 1150 Shay 216 pil | (’) 
1l Pi: 5, 892 | 89.2 7.9 2.9 we aul (?) 
10 12-1) (@tasd | 84.4 | 1 Tbe Sal ene nee 
85 5-14 | 3 71,397 | 86.9 9.7 3. 4 5 1 (?) 
3 15| 2507|8291106| 65) u8|. .4) mo 
9 16 3, 766 | 81.9 | 11.5 6. 6 2.1 4 0 
2 17 1, 432 | 66.5 | 18.4] 15.1 Saul ordi ol 
14 15-17| 37,672 | 79.6 | 12.4 8.0 230 4 (?) 
9| 18,19| 8,999| 6701184146] 48] .8| .1 
6 20, 21 5, 482 | 58.5 | 18.3 | 23.2 | 10.2 3.0 alt 
6 22 4,303 | 55.3 | 18.7 | 26.0 9.9 2. 4 4 
3 23 3,520 | 69.6 | 18.8 | 11.6 225 .2 ae | 
8 24 4,684 | 71.4 17. 4) 11.2 2.8 7, 0 
32 18-24 26, 988 | 64.5! 18.3 | 17:2 6.1 13! 3 
3 25| 3,175 | 50.8| 13.6 | 35.7| 230/121] 46 
5 26 6, 347 | 45.9 | 14.5 | 39.6 | 25.9 | 15.1 7.8 
4 27 2,068 | 68.2 | 15.1 | 16.7 5. 0 1.0 2 
12 25-27 TI590! | 51228 14.38 o4e ore 21e 4a ales 5.6 
4 28 SHODGN We ol eLo Onl 4,2 8 1 
5 29 3, 930 | 85.1 9.7 52 1.0 2 1 
4 30 Tp Gao Oy D Looe) loat 4.4 9 it 
13 28-30 14,919 | 74.6 | 14.2] 11.2 3.4 a il 
9 31 3, 868 | 89.9 5.9 4.2 IE a 2 
184 1-31 |3154, 730 | 79.2 | 11.8 9.0 a5 ib! 5 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 


2 Less than 0.05 per cent. 


3 Some landlords owned in more than 1 area. 
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TaBLe 6.—Renied farms grouped by number of rented farms held by the owners, 
selected areas, 1920 


Percentage of rented farms held by 
landlords owning— 


State and location 


2 3 or | 5or | 10 or} 20 or 


Total 5) 


| 
ae 


P.ct.| Pct Prets 
a Ee Se 5 8.5] 3.6 0.8 
New York and New Jersey, scattered_____ 5 10.7} 4.3 0 
mnrccmwannin: ensbeery 5 a ee 9 16.0} 9.0 0 
Three Northeastern States__________ 19 13.9 [7.4 0.1 
2 AE Se ae ee eee 7 | 11,158 14.7] 85] 2.4 1.0 
urarens sweneewurerss 22 Se Oe ee A i} il 12,171 7.0 | 10.3 .9 a8 
CURES SES ri eh See ee ee: See 10 16, 306 19.7 | 18.3 a 2:1: 
no oe s 6, 759 6.4 1.4 2 0 
Peoneisrs. Homie reerys = 822 2 TES ee ee 6 5, 236 Oo Pass is 0 
nr pepenmearene oi Fre ee rk | 7 7, 858 18.9 | 16.6] 5.0 sO" 18 2@) 
nr Ge Se It a 11 11, 207 18.3 | 10.4 2.8 27 ml | 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern__ ll 6, 867 13.3 | 10.2 4.3 .8 152 
LEE SET ie ee 00 EE a ee Re 10 7, 910 £7291 1839 3.9 Ay a2 
Eight North Central States_________ 85 85, 472 16.0 | 11.3 5 By f 4 0.8 
Delaware, all 16.4]19.4] 8.4] 2.4 0 
Maryland, eastern 47,0) 21.0 | JeS+1" 278 0 
Virginia, eastern 21.0 } 40.8 | 21.6 6.2 1.4 
Chesapeake-Delaware tie | 17.8 | 25.1 | 12.4 | 3.4 Sn. 
— and North Carolina, combined 
| 21.4 | 39.6 2.1 
North Carolina and South Carolina, com- 
bined central __- P 77 ! 15.6 | 59.3 8.5 
| Georgia, potitignaiond@!! sf. 16.3 | 59.7 5.3 
CT Ua (es: 9) ea ea er: , : 24.4 | 30.5 .8 
Kentucky, centval. 4 | B.0| 29.6 0 
Five Southeastern States_.._________ 19.5 | 46.1 3.9 
CU re UP a oer Se epeene ee aa Sei eae : 6:1 | 82.5 36.5 
Mencia, women ie ee 6.8 | 4.4 | 88.8 56.8 
Louisiana, south central__....._.__________ 38.5 | 17.0 | 44.5 a7, 
Three South Central States_________ 5.5 | 84.7 48.7 
Oklahoma, south central__________________ 19.2 | 36.3 .9 
Oklahoma, southwestern_____..._.________ 15520 2758 1.5 
dope Bye y i> CS Oe eet Se epee ban 19.0 | 38.5 et 
Two Southwest Central States______ 28-30 48.3 - 18.2 | 33.5 1.1 
California, north central_________________- 9 31 | 5,003 | 9.1] 21.4 5.2 
MTL orcen sist «5 es er 184 1-31 256,175 | 47. 9 | 14.2 | 37.9 12.8 
1 See footnote 4, p. 3. se 
2 Rented farms or parcels of farms. 
* Less than 0.05 per cent, 
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TaBLe 7.—Farm landlords grouped by number of rented acres held, selected | 
areas, 1920 | 


Counties 


Studied Percentage of landlords holding— 
{ ae eee ean 
State and location lords | tess 200 | 500 | 1,000 | 2,500 
studied ean 100- oe an ae 
Total) Group! 199 os 
100 acres | Mere | more | more | more 
acres acres | acres | acres | acres 
No. No. INO. Pe cts |e ce | PS ct eect eeac |e ace 
ING We Ork: WeSt@ri ic ce sites 5 Oe pe ae 5 1 3,399 | 47.6 | 40.0] 12.4] 1.0] 0.2 0.1 
New York and New Jersey, scattered ____ 5 2,0 QlO2 P20 ln | 49S 1 A OAN Slee Dail -4} (@) 
Pennsylvania, southeastern ~_____________ 9 45) 12) 146)| 56:05 | 3425") 955 sha Pe) 
Three Northeastern States__________ 19 14 | 18,297 | 50.0 | 37.6 | 12.4] 10 1} 
Minos western (=o 2-8 ale oe Pere | re ll 5]. 9,638 | 53.8/320|/142] 14] .2] @ 
Mlinoissnorbhernn oer ee ae eed ill 6 | 10,230} 20.7 | 44.5] 348] 44 .6 0.1 
MUTINOISS COM Gale ae ea es ee 10 Ce 2 A219 2087 | 39535} 4050) ea oulpeles 22 
NWhichiganm Sout hern= se eee ee en 8 8 6, 476 | 45.3 | 41.9 | 12.8 AG Fall 0 
WaISCONSIN: SOULMERMmaa ee eee Se 6 9 4,890 | 34.2 | 46.6] 19.2] 1.0 wil 0 
Nowa smorvhwestennse-tene ceaseless Pele 7 OR) 26; 1628 IE Oy 425746535289 aleeao 2 
Tower Centralia see tO ae ae eS 11 11 9, 354 | 20.8 | 42.7 | 36.5 | 5.2 9 Ba 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern_ il 12, 13 5) 892418 15) 16207); 82 5)|25ael| 086 neh 
HAN SASSCOMEPay ees ee one ae hee a 10 14 6; 450)|— 957 )°3426, | 552791) 14, 8h" 7423 .6 
Eight North Central States________ 85 5-14 | 3-71, 365 | 25.0 | 38.2] 36.8) 7.0] 1.4 AZ 
Delawaren alls: esis = 5 et ae Be 3 15 2,507 | 43.0 | 36.6 | 20.4 4.5 eal 1 
Manvlandeastermme =. 222 5-2 Faso ee ee 9 16 3,765) 4057 | 27. 451 SLOn oA ee 2 
War cing 6astenicn a= 05u00 i! She he 2 17 WS EBPI GPAL PRE) EEO) |) IL 7% .4 1 
Chesapeake-Delaware Peninsula_________ LAR SSW | akd Odle|| 45565 |e2o49e| 24 so neers s|aetant 2 
Virginia and North Carolina, combined 
GOT GTA ee eR oe 2 Ee Ca os eh aha 9 18, 19 8,999 | 54.0 | 24.8 | 21.2 4.1 .9 eal 
North Carolina and South Carolina, com- 
binediconbral = tne in eens Reese uae 6H er205 21 Oy S80 TOGuo: |2osdel wlide Sule Onn hmalerO) ie 
Georgia, northeastern__________________.. A 6 22 ARGO Nis ON aYG ily 260 | 8 @ AGulne) 
Kon bic kiyenw CStenies pees a ieee ae ea mesen 3 23 SHED e78e OI) UG, Te TOS .4 0 
Kentucky,,centralas 2 - ae eee 8 24 4, 684 | 69.1 | 17.9 | 13.0] 1.8 .4 0 
Five Southeastern States__________- 32 | 18-24] 26,990 | 60.0) 83.0|) 7.0] 3.2 i bait 
ANS AINA COMER aliyas vente ees a eaiee eee 3 25 3 L150) 54,2) | 20N5a 2548 8.8 3. 6 4 
IWISSISSIP Di, sWweSLenDe 2 eno teas eee 5 26 6, 347 | 59.4] 20.7) 19.9] 9.3] 3.3 .6 
Mouisianas.southicentralay =e 4 27 ZOGSOte Oui Zonal eel vetoes mel O) Ba: 
Three South Central States_________ 12| 25-27] 11,590 | 57.6] 21.5| 20.9] 83] 3.0 55 
Oklahoma, south central_________________- 4 28 3; 056 | 45:6 | 30: 0'| 24:47) 6:5) |> 402 1 
Oklahoma, southwestern _______________-- 5 29 SP 980N elGal” oo: 1a 28: Sale Ga omelet 2 
*REXASCONtLal se, es Pe a 4 30 75931 |°455155) 29116) )24. 9)\* 459i deol 1 
Two Southwest Central States___.| 13]! 28-30; 14,917 | 37.8 | 36.4] 25.8] 5.6] 11 sali 
| SS | | | | ee | SS Se 
California; morthicentraless2 ee 9 31 3, 868 | 51.4 | 16.9 | 31.7 | 147] 65 1.9 
Ml areas:ctu died es =. eee, 184 1-31 |? 154, 697 | 39.4 | 33.2 | 27.4| 5.7) 1.4 32 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 
2 Less than 0.05 per cent. 
3 Some landlords owned in more than 1 area. 
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TABLE 8.—Rented acreage grouped by number of rented acres held by the owners, 
selected areas, 1920 


Counties Percentage of acreage held by land- 


studied lords owning— 
[ Area | 
SEE EAA SE AEE | | studied | Less| jo) | 200 | 500 | 1,000 | 2,500 
Total Group! | than | j99 or or | or | or 
P 100 | acres | More | More | more | more 
acres | acres | acres | acres | acres 
| | 
1,000 
No No acres—-| P--ct: |\-P- et. Pct: | Pz ct. | PB» cts|-Ee ck 
mew. ¥ OFk, Western  / S 8 5 1 390 | 22.5 | 45.7 31.8 6.7 2.8 0.9 
_ New York and New Jersey, scattered_____ 5 2,3 438 | 9.4 | 42.9} 47.7) 10.1] 3.8) Ei 
Pennsylvania, southeastern --___________- A) 4 $5075-| 26:.5°) 45:3: | 28.2 |. 16. 1 Qi .9 
: a a | | 
Three Northeastern States_---_-_-- 19 14 | 2,003 | 22.0 | 44.8 | 33.2] 7.1 | 3.0 9 
DRG SWCSLOUR 8055s 2 11 5 P1032 |b2052)|F 362 Oe valet. 924 loesek 17; 
meeseIOIS, Northern = => = ee il 6 TOS 2s rend) lino 4a! Sais | 1S. 6- e454. 1.2 
Bat IS CON LC le ore Se Fey SS 10 7 2,664 | 6.1] 26.6 | 67.3 | 25.4 | 10.2 4.2 
Beemechioun, southern.--— 92 8 8 W773 | 23.8 | 47.2 | 29.0} 3:5 | 6 0 
Sevasconsin, southern ___-_________._______ 6 | 9 673 | 14.9 | 46.9 | 382) 41] .5 0 
eews, northwestern__-__-________.___-_-. sy | 10 1,466 | 3.0} 27.3 | 69.7 | 25.1! 7.3 10 
MBN CCTHLA AES Sc 2 es ey 11 11 1,806 | 6.8} 32.2] 61.0} 16.5] 3.9 | 6 
_ North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern_ 11 12, 13 2, 630 2 \- 5:8: | 94. 0-50. 4°) 2053 1 6 2 
Miemisas, centrale 10] 14} 1,940] 20] 17.6] 80.4| 383|165| 46 
Eight North Central States-._.____ g5| 5-14] 14,987| 7.2| 262] 666| 258] 96) 29 
y 888 5 =. SEE SSE SSS SSS SSS SSS SS 
Mtcee(all) oth pe Se Ty 3 15 404 | 15.0 | 35.9| 491) 202| 86| 14 
Beencryiand, eastern. ____-____-_-____-_____-- 9 16 672 | 9.2) 20.5 | 70.3 | 32.7] 13.9} 3.0 
: I CCAS CITE ge 2 17 128 | 25.9 | 26.9 | 47.2] 13.7) 47] 7 
Chesapeake-Delaware Peninsula.__.| 14 | 15-17| 1,204 | 12.9 | 26.4 | 60.7| 264/111| 22 
_ Virginia and North Carolina, combined | 
MEE Ales; oe beret oh. ol 9 18, 19 1132 Gs G22. 7 6ON7-|* 20: Or Ont L5 
North Carolina and South Carolina com- 
PRCT COREE 6 is teh eee oe ee Se 6 | 20, 21 597 | 17.9 | 22.7 | 59.4 | 28.5 | 11.8 | 3.0 
Georgia, northeastern ____._ -_--_______ 6 22 420 | 20.3 | 27.5 | 52.2 | 20. Gul ie4 ay! 
Kentucky, western_____________________ 3 3 248 | 26.7 | 24.6 | 48.7| 17.3] 46] 0 
Sewentucky, central__________-_____-___-__- 8 24 337 | 24.0 | 27.0 | 49.01 18.4) 41) 0 
Five Southeastern States___--______ 32| 18-24} 2,715 | 19.3 | 241| 56.6|232| 88] 14 
Pemebyamiat, conigal= 8 3 25 504 | 8&7 | 12.8| 785) 519] 310] 64 
BeESISSIPp!, Western == * 2 5 26 945 | 9.6 | 12.2} 78.2] 57.7 | 37.5 | 140 
Louisiana, south central__________________ 4 27 234 | MAS eee: |e OOL4 | 315) 13.1) 6.7 
Three South Central States________ 12} 25-27| 1,683 | 10.4] 13.8 | 75.8 | 52-5 | oo aa al Oe 
—_ f } 
OKlahoma, south central________________- 4 28 439 | 16.3 | 26.6) 57.1| 25.5] 7.8| .4 
Oklahoma, southwestern________________- 5 29 SiS S52 OF PAE ie Bas oe 225-1 are ee ek 
eermcentrat © sn i ee 4 30] 1,139 | 16.2] 26.3 | 57.5] 241] 91) 14 
Two Southwest Central States_____ 13 | 28-30] 2,393 | 12.4 | 31.3 | 56.3| 239| 88] 19 
California, north central________.________- 9 St 235) 16.6 | 7.3 | 86.1] 70.8 | 53.5 | 33.7 
All areas studied ___._._.__--------- 184 | 1-31 | 26,220 | 10.5 | 26.2) 63.3) 27.8 | 128 4.4 
| 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 
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TaBLE 9.—Farm landlords grouped by the value of all rented farms held, selected 
areas, 1920 


Counties 3 Percentage of landlords holding farm ° | 
studied Ss values totaling— 
— 
n 
State and location ss) q = a 5 S Sas 
ms iS) fel fo) ro) o|ceo 
3 e che ll oe oe 35 85|85/85 
S e Eee ees Sse Ss) | Se 
ea | & Sl |e es | as 
No No. No. IPSCtS | OPA Cha) Pacts aACt | PER ACEs | ei aCias 
New York, western___.-._---.-_---------- 5 1 37309 | 1723.1) 8052) O255 |) 858) kn Os bean) 
New York and New Jersey, scattered_____ 5 23 OU |) OYE BS | Bish It | BEE I) BL. 7 -3} 
Pennsylvania, southeastern --__-_.__.___-- 9 4} 12,146 | 28.9 | 31.5] 39.6] 7.5 5] (@) 
Three Northeastern States_._______- 19 TEE The PAL || 2, GiB YA Gy I 45, kee -5| () 
Ohio, western eee 11 5 9, 638 | 13.2 | 18.7 | 68.1 “21.3 1.8 0.1 
IDMTaVONS,, TaVOVRB OYE Oe ee 11 6) 10,235} 2.4] 3.2] 94.4] 69.4] 13.3 .6 
Hin oisscentral week owe Gea Oo e ss Cea 10 7 12,400 | 2.5) 2.4] 95.1] 83.1 | 28.5 2. 4 
Michigans soutinennt scans mene ten 8 8 6, 484 | 18.3 | 34.0 | 47.7! 5.0 aol) 
Wasconsins Southern =ssmne an mane ae ee ee 6 9 4,890 | 7.0 | 10.6 { 82.4] 28.1] 11 0 
Iowa, northwestern___________-__.- ne oe 7 10 6,162) 0.9] 1.3] 97.8 | 88.4 | 30.2 2.1 
HOw COnitT alae Gs sane ee ene Gok See 11 11 97346 |) 2:6) 3.3 | 94. 1 | 75.90) 179 .8 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern_ 11 12, 13 5,889 | 2.1] 6.1] 91.8 | 52.3] 5.9 5 
Kansas Central sen ah ek ee ee Se 10 14 6,445 | 4.2] 11.0] 848] 35.9} 49 2, 
Eight North Central States________ 85 5-14 | 3 71, 341 Dad 9.2} 85.1 | 54.6 | 12.9 8 
Me WATES Tle tie oe ee Soil eran 3 15 2,507 | 39.5 | 25.4] 35.1] 10.0) 1.0 0 
MV Teeny] 70 CKO AS GO Tea eso ee i cet 9 16 3, 766 | 37.9 | 20.4 | 41.7 | 13.7 | 2.0 oll 
Warginigs eastermen! ss ele a ae 2 WA 1, 482 | 30.3 | 25.3 | 44.4] 15.1] 18 Bal 
Chesapeake-Delaware Peninsula____| 14 | 15-17 | 27,672 | 37.2 | 23.0] 39.8 | 124] 1.5] ©@ 
Virginia and North Carolina, combined 

Centrale teers sleds ao Neale. 2 Be ee chunk 9 18, 19 8,999 | 66.5 | 19.3] 142) 2.4 2) 0 
North Carolina and South Carolina, com- 

Dinedicentraley oto. 1N el Sees cin ORE 6 | 20, 21 5, 482 | 56.6 | 20.3} 232.1] 8&1] 1.4 Bl 
Georgian ortheastennaae]saaaee = eee 6 22 4,304 | 47.7 | 26.1) 26.2] 66 .7| @ 
Kentucky-weStenn a2 4. swum nem cuens 3 23 37520 >|8665.5 1) 140 9n lS a8 |e ateolnl | tala lll 
Kentucky central te ae ee a ae 8 24 4,684 | 46.1 | 17.3 | 36.6 | 183) 44 .d 

Five Southeastern States___________ 32] 18-24] 26,989} 57.9) 19.7 | 22.4] 7.6] 1.4 oH 
Wiabama, central: oo fe sucks Me Daler eius Mueralpa aay Le)” 6 
IMISSISSIP pis sweSterme seen ee ee 5 26 6, 347 | 36.7 | 21.0 | 42.3 | 22.6] 9.9 2.4 
Mouisiana,southicentrales as ee 4 27 25069) | 585 17) 18569) |- 235 Si) aeieo) ee aO wll 

Three South Central States_________ 12} 25-27 | 11,591 | 51.4) 17.9| 30.7] 148] 5.7 1.3 
Oklahoma, south central___.--.2_-.---_.- 4 28 3, 057 | 47.7 | 24.7 | 27.6 | 6.8 8} (@ 
Oklahoma, southwestern ___________------ 5 29 3, 930 | 25.5 | 40.0} 34.5] 6.5 9! @ 
FREXAS ;CONtT ale: So ase at ee he De 4 30 GOST 2052) |"23. 0) | POGraui ae lero aoa : 

Two Southwest Central States _____ 13 28-30 14,918 | 27.2 | 28.1] 44.7 | 14.4 253 2 
California, north central_________._.-_---- 9 31 3, 867 | 18.3 | 17.4 | 69.3 | 39.1 | 11.9 2.3 


AU areas Studie date el aka sheen ena 184 1-31 |3 154, 674 | 24.5 | 17.2 | 58.3 | 314] 7.3 6 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 
2 Less than 0.05 per cent. 
3 Some landlords owned in more than one area. 
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TABLE 10.—Value of rented farms grouped by the value held by the individual owners, 
selected areas, 1920 


Percentage of value of rented farms. 


Counties ; 
Z -held by landlords owning farm 
studied Z values totaling— 
; aS) ! 
State and location : S P 6 ee ts be 7 E 
a o <>) o <0) 
z| 3] 8 |28/g8|e8)28| 22/28 
S 2 <a | 88/92/58) 25] 25/8 
Sees Sei) le et eee ee lees 
Million 
No. No. dollars |-PAct=|=R. ch PScts| (PS cE |e RacialR Pace 
INO We VOLK WeStCR sas eae ee 5 1 42) 3.9 We 7 | 78. |) 2820) ede S 0. 1 
New York and New Jersey, scattered_-_-__- 5 2;3 251 |i 85 91-28. 8) 6223) Wal655% 0420 1.2 
Pennsylvania, southeastern -___...._____- 9 4 124 653)| 2084 73513: | 28; ON bud .8 
Three Northeastern States_..._____. 19 1-4 191 6245) 2059 E 732/0.-265.5) |= loss (i 
Ohiowwesterniee sce ey. See es 1l 5 173) |} 18:9) 7275" |, 90) 6) |; 5096) els. 7 2. 6 
MiTIOIS; Northernsss Se Ee il 6 453) [ke Old 0.5 | 99.4 | 89.1 | 35.1 4.9 
Milinoiss Combines ee ol SS 10 if 839 | 0.1 0.3 | 99.6 | 96.3 | 57.9 14. 0: 
Wiehigan: southern=ss. 262 so 2 ie a ee 8 8 71 632) 2253 oils on elL6s 1.9 eal 
Wwasconsin.. southern]... 5s 6 9 LOO} O8Si| 435-9215 95: Be | SINGH hos 4: 0 
Towa. northwestern-== 22 Wr) id 10 422 (7) On 199) 9 97. We 5558 9, 3: 
Towa central: Sc aera iene ae Oe Tare 11 11 482 | 0.1] 0.5] 99.4 | 92.9 | 41.3 4,9) 
North Dakota and South Dakota, eastern_ IOs Sa Pals} 195 eON2 eA O8Sa eT 2 Te 7, Sail: 
eansass centralise he one Seren 10 14 15822 OnSel 3s 45169651 6343" | 16.7 1b YA 
Eight North Central States__.._____ 85 5-14 2,893 | 0.4] 1.7) 97.9 | 85.4 | 40.6 HG 
MelAWware calles cow ele sh Le 3 15 26), |) 10245 On 122 CHS 7.0) ao 0 
Manyland ieasterns 2822 see ee 9 16 46 |} 7.1] 11.0} 81.9 | 48.4 | 140 eo: 
Mirciniaeasterm 22 22st oe Ae ey 2 17 205 6S ON 2S EST 9E rol 2h el sou hits 
Chesapeake Delaware Peninsula.___| 14] 15-17 92} 7.8 | 12.9 | 79.3 | 45.9 | 12.0 1.0 
Virginia and North Carolina, combined 

Cent Tallent eecwy gees Fees OIA ot oer ATM Desa lecou on eolean leo lece |mnosel: 0 
North Carolina and South Carolina, com- 

DIEM COMET Ay erste ee er AQ ASE ON Ss Qh eG | P46e Sn rao kas 
Georgia, northeastern________........_-___ 87 | 13.6 | 19.9 | 66.5 | 33.6] 8.5 .8 
Kentucky; western: 222252 2 res eis 25 | 15.3 | 13.9 | 70.8 | 47.3 | 17.6 A 
KOntucky COnthale- 22 wm ee aE 67 | 6.6! 8.0] 85.4! 66.7 | 30.2 3.9 

Five Southeastern States.-.._....__ 225 4b eae TOs oa aone | 16.8 1.9 
plabama central. Qh. 0/0 Me Soc oS eee 13 | 21.8 | 15.6 | 62.6 | 35.3] 6.7 0 
Mississippi, western. __ 2 i222. 2. .-- 194} 3.4] 4.7] 91.9 | 82.3] 65.0] 34.2 
Louisiana, south central_______...._...__- | ose | 1454-15705 50 | 43e See 2a 5. 0 

Three South Central States_.._____- 224| 5.4] 6.0) 88.6 | 76 th EYE BL @ 
Oklahoma, south central__...__.....-...__ 27 | 14:1 | 18.9 | 67.0 | 33.0] 7.9 ay 
Oklahoma, southwestern. _-_.._....-..__- AN | 7. 626273) 6601 |) 272.9) |) 950 .8 
phexas\centralewe asco) ee eS ele 147} 3.1] 88) 881] 59.0] 23.0 4,1 

Two Southwest Central States..--- QN5H\eb. 3.1713. 4 |) 8153) 49. 9) 1855 stil 
California, north central__.............-._- 170 | 0.9 | 2.7] 96.4] 85.6] 60.4] 33.5 

Alllareas Studied: ess. swe Mes 4,010 | 2.2] 4.5 | 93.3 | 77.1 | 37.6 8.9 

1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 2 Less than 0.05 per cent. 


A count was made to determine what percentage of the rented 
farms of each county was owned by landlords with five or more 
rented farms in the county. The percentage was above 80 for three 
of the five Mississippi counties, between 70 and 80 for the other 
two Mississippi counties, and for two of the three Alabama counties. 
For a northern county, Logan County, Ill., had a high percentage— 
18.5 per cent (fig. 3). 
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CONCENTRATION OF OWNERSHIP IN 1900 


Of a total of 2,024,964 farms listed by the 1900 census as rented 
to tenants who owned none of the land which they farmed, the name 
and address of the owner or owners were ascertained for 1,934,346 
farms, a study of which indicated that these farms were the property 


Ui 


PER CENT 
Ge3uncers 5-149 FRA5-26.9 
Bli2s-399 §=$B 00nd over 


Fig. 3—In the Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, and Carolina counties studied a considerable proportion 
of the rented farms were in the hands of landlords with five or more rented farms 


RESIDENT OWNERS IN EACH STATE WHO POSSESSED 
20 RENTED FARMS OR MORE, 1900 


DIAMETERS OF CIRCLES 


bE PE 
or2es457 
HUNDREDS OF RESIDENT OWNERS 


¥Fia. 4.—Only three-tenths of 1 per cent of the owners of rented farms in 1900 had 20 or more rented farms, 
but such owners owned 5.9 per cent of the rented farms. A very large proportion of the owners with 
20 or more rented farms lived in the South. Of the 3,244 such owners, 719 lived in Mississippi and 544 
lived in Alabama. The figure shows where the landlords with the most farms lived. Their rented 
farms may have been partly or even altogether in some other part of the United States 


of 1,257,716 separate owners. There were only 3,244 owners who 
had 20 or more rented farms, and of this number 3,036 lived in the 
South (fig. 4). There were 2,253 owners who had 2,500 or more 
rented acres, and half of these owners lived in the South (fig. 5.). 


Fic. 6.—In 1900 onl 
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There were 15,606 owners with rented farms aggregating in value 


$25,000 or over. Of these owners only 15 per cent lived in the 


RESIDENT OWNERS IN EACH STATE WHO POSSESSED 
2 


DIAMETERS OF CIRCLES 
aoe 


OR( 2343 
HUNDREDS OF RESIDENT OWNERS 


Fic. 5—Less than two-tenths of 1 per cent of the owners of rented farms had 2,500 or more rented acres, 


but such owners as had that many had 10.5 per cent of the rented acreage. Of the 2,253 owners with 
2,500 or more rented acres 452 lived in California and 371 in Texas, whereas only 79 lived in Illinois and 
53 in Mississippi. The average holdings of each landlord with 2,500 or more rented acres contained 
8,660 acres worth $66,245 in 1900. The figures shows where the landlords owning the largest acreages 
lived. Their rented acreage may have been partly or wholly in some other part of the United States 


RESIDENT OWNERS IN EACH STATE OWNING RENTED FARMS 
AGGREGATING $25,000 OR MORE IN VALUE, 1900 


DIAMETERS OF CIRCLES 


einenscesoeent Joes NON NS. 
© 24°6'6'16 15 20 25 304085 
HUNDREDS OF RESIDENT OWNERS 


¢ y 15,606 persons owned rented farm real estate in the United States aggregating as much 
as $25,000 in value. Although they were only 1.2 per cent of the total number of owners they owned 
17.4 per cent of the value of the rented farm real estate. The figure shows where the landlords with 
holdings of the greatest value lived. Of the 15,606 owners whose rented farms exceeded $24,999 in value 


4,403 lived in Illinois, 1,545 in California, 1,317 in Iowa, and 1,194 in Pennsylvania. Only 2,350 lived 
in the South 


oe over 57 per cent lived in the North Central States 
EG.) . 
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The 1,934,346 rented farms belonging to the 1,257,716 owners were | 
worth $4,518,881,942 in 1900 and contained 184,658,190 acres. | 
Grouping this property according as the landlords owned (1) a given | 
number of rented farms, (2) a given number of rented acres, (8) | 
rented property worth a given number of dollars, the percentages | 
were obtained from which Figure 7 was constructed. Among other 
things this figure shows that the 3.3 per cent of the landlords who 
had five or more rented farms owned 21.6 per cent of the rented | 
farms; that the 3.4 per cent of the landlords who had 500 or more | 
rented acres owned 29.2 per cent of the rented acreage; and that | 
RENTED FARM PROPERTY OWNED BY LANDLORDS WITH SPECIFIED AMOUNTS, | 

UNITED STATES, 1900 | 


LANDLORDS HOLDING PER CENT OF RENTED FARMS PERCENT OF FARM LANDLORDS 
RENTED FARMS 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 


20 or more 
Oo 
SS) 
See 
2 
! 


1,257, 
ACRES OF RENTED FARMS 716 OWNERS 


2,500 or more 


1,000 — 2,499 
yoo) a SIS) 
200 - 499 
J00..=.. 199 

Under 100 


VALUE OF HOLDINGS OF 
RENTED FARMS 


$25,000 or more 
10,000 — 24,999 
§,000 — 9,999 
2,000 - 4,999 
1,000 - 1,999 
Under 1,000 


PROPERTY VALUE $4,516,881,942 1,257,716 OWNERS 


Fic. 7—The rented farms belonging to owners with one rented farm constituted 52 per cent of the rented | 
farms and their owners 80 per cent of the owners of rented farms. One per cent of the owners had 10 or 
more rented farms and their farms constituted 11.9 per cent of all the rented farms. Less than 1 per cent } 
of the owners had 1,000 or more rented acres, but such owners had 17.9 per cent of the rented acreage. 
The holdings of 38.8 per cent of the landlords did not exceed $1,000 in value 


the 8.1 per cent of the landlords whose holdings of rented farms were 
worth $10,000 or more owned 43.8 per cent of the value of all the 
rented farms of reported ownership. : 


RESIDENCE OF LANDLORDS AND EXTENT OF ABSENTEEISM — 
ABSENTEEISM MEASURED BY RELATION OF RESIDENCE AND LAND OWNERSHIP 


To what extent do landlords of the rented farms of this count i 
live near enough to their farms to exercise adequate control? Land-' 
lords who can visit their farms readily are more likely to be acquainted | 
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with and interested in the problems of managing, conserving, and 
improving their property than owners less conveniently located. 


Because of this acquaintance and interest near-by landlords are more 
likely to be on good terms with their tenants, which is a matter of" 
importance to both parties. 

Residence of landlord in relation to rented farm land owned was 
first studied in connection with the census of 1900. The cash- 
rented and the share-rented farms for which the residence of owners 
was reported were each divided into three groups according as the 
owner was resident (1) in the same county as the farm, (2) in the 
same State but not the same county, (3) outside of the State in which 
the farm was located. 

For the counties for which ownership of rented farms in 1920 was 
studied no distinction was made between cash-rented and share- 
rented farms. Farms were grouped according as they were owned 


_by residents of the county, residents of the adjoining counties in 
and out of the State, residents of nonadjoining counties in and out 
of the State, and residents of nonadjoining States. The second 
grouping is significant, because frequently owners reside rather 
near their rented farm or farms, though in an adjoining county. 


Landlords who answered the questionnaire told whether or not they 


ees eee = ee 8 ee 


resided on farms and reported the number of their tenants who 
lived within 3 miles of the landlord’s residence. 

One may use statistics which have to do with the location of rented 
farms in relation to residence of the owners with fewer misgivings 
on the score of accuracy and representativeness than is the case with 
statistics which have to do with the extent to which the ownership 
of rented farms is concentrated in the hands of those who own the 


largest. holdings.6 The relative amount of absenteeism may be 
_ studied regardless of whether or not one has, for each farm, a knowl- 


edge of the total holdings of rented farms which are in the hands of 
the owners. 

In both the 1920 and the 1900 studies of residence of owners of 
rented farms, the post office address of the landlord was considered 
in relation to the county containing the rented farms. It was 
assumed that the post office from which the landlord obtained his 
mail was in the county in which he resided. This may not be the 


case and it may even be that a landlord who lives in the same county 


as his land gets his mail from a post office just over the county line 
or even just over the State line. For the above reason and because 
the automobile has greatly lessened the time that it takes to cover 


distance, the absentee landlord may be regarded as one who lives 


more remotely than in an adjoining county. 

Of the rented farms studied in 1920, 80.4 per cent were owned by 
persons resident in the county and 94.9 per cent by persons resident 
in the same State. When these figures are compared with figures 
for 1900 it should be remembered that the 1900 figures are for the 
entire country, whereas the 1920 figures are for the 184 counties 
studied. In 1900, 78.8 per cent of the rented farms of the country 


§ The statistics on residence may be somewhat biased by the rented farms which could not be indexed 
because residence of the owners was not reported. Relatively more of the farms concerning which the 
residence of the owners was not known were owned by landlords resident at remote places than was the 
case with rented farms owned by landlords of reported residence. In 1900 the proportion of rented farms 
of landlords resident out of the State leased on a cash basis, 46.5 per cent, was about the same as the pro- 
Portion so leased which was owned by landlords of unreported residence, 43.2 percent. At that time 
only 35.1 per cent of the farms of landlords resident in the same county were rented for cash. 
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were owned by persons resident in the same county and 94.7 per cent | 
by persons resident in the same State. 

In 1920 owners who were resident in the same or in adjoining 

‘counties held 92.5 ee cent of the properties studied and only 2.1 
per cent were held by persons not resident in the State or in adjoin- 
ing States. Figure 8 gives information of a like character regarding 
the farms studied in the different parts of the country. 

Measured by the percentage of rented farms owned by landlords 
resident out of the county absenteeism was more pronounced both in 
1900 and in 1920 in the Northern and Western States than in the 
Southern States, and it was more pronounced in the western of the 
North Central States than in the eastern group. A rather large pro- 
portion of the rented farms in the Dakotas, southwestern Oklahoma, 


LOCATION OF RENTED FARMS IN RELATION TO RESIDENCE OF THE OWNERS, 1920 


AREAS OF STUDY PER CENT OF RENTED FARMS 
O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 


STATES COUNTIES 
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ALL AREAS COMBINED 
184 COUNTIES IN 24STATES ~--- - 


BB some County [BB Adjoining County [__]_ Not in State or Adjoining State. 
WZ in State or Adjoining State but not inthe County or an Adjoining County. 


Fic. 8.—In general, less absenteeism is shown with respect to the ownership of southern than of northern 
farms and less of eastern than of western farms, The study covered 256,072 rented farms in 24 States 


and Kansas areas were owned by absentee owners in 1920, but 
such owners had a small proportion of the rented farms in the Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia 
Kentucky, and Louisiana areas. 

In 1900, 41 per cent of the rented farms of South Dakota were 
owned by persons not resident in the county, whereas only 15.5 
per cent of the rented farms of Kentucky were held by such owners. | 
South Dakota led also in absenteeism in 1900 measured by the 
percon tage of rented farms owned by out-of-State residents, such 
andlords owning at the time 24.1 per cent of the rented farms. By 
contrast it may be noted that only 1.9 per cent ot the rented farms of 
Texas were owned by persons resident out of the State at the time. 
Relatively few of the rented farms of the Southern States and of 
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New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio were owned by out-of-State 
residents in 1900. 

Comparing the degree of absenteeism which existed in 1900 for 
the various States with that which existed in 1920 for the limited 
areas studied, it appears that there has been little tendency toward 
an increase in the amount of absenteeism in any of the areas. In 
most of the areas the amount of absenteeism in 1920 was less than 
that which existed for the State as a whole in 1900 (Table 11). 


TaBLE 11.—Location of rented farms in relation to residence of owners, selected 
States, 1900, and selected areas, 1920 


1900 1920 


Percentage of Percentage of rented 


rented farms Counties 
onned by ene studied adndlneoe tecidene 
ords resident 
State contain- ; 
ing farms State and location of farms Ont ot 
Out of | Out of Out of | Out of | county 
the the Total |Group 1} the the j|and the 
county | State county} State | adjoin- 
ing 
counties. 
Per cent| Per cent Number| Number| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent 
New York-_---_- 19. 1 3.2 | New York, western--__.___- 5 1 1585 255 5 
New Jersey_---| 25.9 11.4 | New York and New Jersey, 5 2,3 ideee 6.5 9.7 
scattered. 
Pennsylvania_-_}| 18.9 3.2 | Pennsylvania, southeastern_ 9 4 1253 2.0 3b 
OHIO. i os 22. 3 3x5) BOI Westen 2-2) eee 11 5 20. 9 4.4 4.4 
Mlinoise- 2 5. 2352 ron alinoissnongnern= sss il 6 24.8 One 8.5 
Mlinoisycentrale 10 7 25. 6 6. 4 11.4 
Michigan _____- 24.1 5.0 | Michigan, southern_-_____--_- 8 8 22.0 6. 4 7.0 
Wisconsin_-___-_- 20. 6 4.5 | Wisconsin, southern_________ 6 9 17.6 ord 4.5 
RGwasaee. se a) 27. 4 7.4 Iowa, northwestern_--______ dj 10 32. 5 9.2 14.6 
North Dakota__| 32.3 TAT Sa elowascentralesss 5-2 11 11 26. 5 5.8 9.6 
South Dakota__| 41.0 24.1 | North Dakota and South 1 A213 38. 4 25.1 25. 7 
Dakota, eastern. 
eansas. 2650. = 3283 15.9 | Kansas, central._.-._-._._-- 10 14 29. 7 8.0 14.0 
Delaware -_____- 20. 8 13.0 | Delaware (all)___--__-_-____- 3 15 20. 3 jbo 8.5 
Maryland______ 26. 6 11.5 | Maryland, eastern__-______- 9 16 PAB 7 12. 2 12. 2 
varginia: -- 70. 21. 4 6.4 | Virginia, eastern__-__-_____- 2 17 6.3 2.4 3. 6 
Virginia and North Caro- 9} 18,19 18.9 6.3 3.1 
lina, central. 
North Carolina 16.8 2.7 | North Carolina and -South Gil 20st 1251 5.9 2. 4 
Carolina, central. 
South Carolina_| 16.2 2.9 | Georgia, northeastern --____- 6 22 19. 0 0.6 350 
Georgia________ 21.3 2.3 | Kentucky, western_..____-__ 3 23 1192 5 252 18 
Kentucky___-_-_- 1555 2.5 | Kentucky, central____-____- 8 24 av Ae 1.0 203 
Alabama______- 19. 4 359) |) Alabama‘ central. = 3 25 17.8 1.6 6. 2 
~ Mississippi____- 19.8 6. 2 | Mississippi, western________- 5 26 12.6 3.0 STS 
Louisiana_____- 18. 2 5.2 | Louisiana, south central ___- 4 27 17.0 12 18 
Oklahoma, south central____ 4 28 20. 3 6.8 8.1 
Oklahoma, southwestern_--- 5 29 35. 8 17.0 2553 
PROXAS nbs oe 18. 1 1,9%|)\“Rexas centrall ic so) aoe 4 30 see 0.8 5.4 
California _____- 36. 6 3.7 | California, north central .___ 9 31 34.1 1.4 15. 6 
6 yl 15 


United States__| 21.2 5.3 | All areas studied, 24 States... 184| 1-31] 19. 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 


To those with a local interest and to those who realize how divergent 
conditions may be within a State, county statistics are usually of 
greater significance than statistics for a Stateasawhole. In Figure 9 
the percentage of rented farms owned by landlords resident neither in 
the county nor in any of the adjoining counties is shown by counties 
for the 184 counties studied. 
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The data showed that rented farms owned by landlords resident 
beyond the county and adjoining counties, were larger in size and of 
greater value, on the average, than the rented farms owned by land- 
lords resident near by. Inthe areas covered by the 1920studies land- 


PERCENTAGE OF RENTED FARMS OWNED BY LANDLORDS 
‘NOT RESIDENT IN THE COUNTY OR ANY OF 
THE ADJOINING COUNTIES, 1920 


aa 


PER CENT 
EE\ineers Cs-9.9 FB80-/4.9 
5] 15-/9.9 GE 20.070 over 


Fic. 9— Regarding as absentee landlords those who lived beyond the limits of the county containing the 
land and of the adjoining counties the study showed that absentee owners had more than a fifth of the 
rented farms in many of the more western counties. Except Oklahoma, in none of the southern counties 
were as many as a fifth of the rented farms owned by absentees 


lords resident beyond the county and the adjoining counties owned 
7.5 per cent of the rented farms, 12.4 per cent of the rented acreage, | 
and 11.2 per cent of the value of the rented farm land and buildings 
(Table 12). 


TaBLE 12.—Extent to which rented farm property was owned by landlords not resi- 
dent in the county or in any of the adjoining counties, selected areas, 1920 


, Percentage of rented farm | 
Areas of study DrOD ery owned by nonresi- | 
ents. 


Counties Value of 


7pontion — Ta | «Farms | Acreage | land andi 
Total | Group! buildings | 


Number | Number | Per cent | Per cent | Per cent 


INortheastermiStatesivs sac. Semel le Uae suena NOG ISB e4 ; : 
Chesapeake- Delaware peninsula (allay alo} a7 Beat 12.4 11. 
INonEni@entraleS tates: ees = ae eae 85 5-14 10.8 14.4 il 
SOULMEASTERMUS TALES aaa mene a alu lseeina lear ne imap 32 18-24 2.8 4.4 
SouthCentral gS tates aya mae ec) ws ee eaela pana ieee nana) 12 | 25, 26, 27 5.6 6.8 : 
Southwest Central Statess(.22 0) er nee 13 | 28, 29, 30 10. 2 14.8 UL 
Wali fOr ae Ce ACN Sse Oak SU Oa eae 9 1 15.6 Zi 2 18. 
IAN areas Studied sons Aare WN ee! bin a Pema ulna 184 1-31 eS 12.4 11.2 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 


In the study of the 1920 census data attention was given to the | 
ownership of rented portions of 13,614 part-owner farms, farms | 
operated by persons who owned a portion and rented the rest of the | 
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land which they operated. It was found that 71 per cent of these 
rented tracts were owned by persons resident in the same county as 
the land and 87 per cent by persons resident either in adjoining 
counties or in the same county as the land. Of the tracts located in. 
the North Central States, 68 per cent were owned by landlords resi- 
dent in the county and 85 per cent by landlords resident in the 
county or in adjoining counties. 

Comparison was made of the location of 5,121 manager-operated 
farms and the residence of the owners. It was found that 73 per 
cent of the manager farms were owned by persons resident within 
the county and 87 per cent by persons resident either in the county 
or in adjoining counties. 


PROPORTION OF RENTED FARMS WITHIN 3 MILES OF RESIDENCE OF OWNER 


A phase of the question of the relation of owner’s residence to the 
location of rented farm land which the answers to questionnaires 
make it possible to discuss, is that of the relative number of tenant 
farms which are within 3 miles of the residence of the owner. The 
more tenants a landlord has the smaller the proportion of tenants 
within 3 miles of the landlord’s residence. When all areas studied are 
averaged, however, the trend is not uniform, because most of the land- 
lords who owned 20 or more farms were landlords who owned in the 
Mississippi and Alabama areas; in these areas a large percentage even 
of the tenants of landlords with many tenants were within 3 miles of 
the landlord’s residence (Table 13). Of all tenants reported, 53 per 
cent were within 3 miles of the landlord’s residence. For the com- 
bined north central areas the percentage was 42, for the combined 
southeastern areas the percentage was 70. The high percentage of 
tenants within 3 miles of the residence of the landlord in the southern 
areas is the result of a close association of southern landlords with 
their land, many of these landlords being farmers on a part of the land, 
the rest of which is rented to tenants, who work more or less closely 
under the direction of their landlords. 


TasLe 13.—Ecztent to which tenant farms were within 3 miles of owner’s residence, 
selected areas, 1920 


Areas of study Percentage of tenant farms within 3 miles of 
the owner’s residence classified by number 


F of landlord’s tenants 
Counties 


Tenant 
farms 
Location eon a AID 1 U2)" serait ba (guia) ane: 
Total] Group! ten- | ten- | ten- | ten- | ten- | ten- t ae 
ants | ant | ants | ants | ants | ants | ~~). 
ants 
No. No No JES ie Fa C5 | bd Sal | 2 US| | WEA IG EAS | PEA 
Northeastern States...---.-2---_- 31 | 1-4,15,16 | 5,129 2 65 64 5 55 5 
North Central States_..-......--- 85 —14 | 24, 367 42 48 45 4] 30 35 6 
Southeastern States_-_.-----_---- 34 17-24 | 9,494 7 79 82 75 69 60 48 
East South Central States_--.--- 12 25-27 | 9,060 64 73 77 73 65 59 62 
West South Central States_------ 13 28-30 | 5, 536 46 52 55 52 44 30 31 
“CALORIE ee Ee 9 3l 843 53 52 543 39 68 60 0 
All areas studied -_.-------.-- 184 1-31 |? 54, 595 53 54 54 52 50 50 55 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 
2 Includes some scattered reports. 
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EXTENT TO WHICH FARM LANDLORDS RESIDE ON FARMS 


The questionnaire answers of 24,342 owners of rented farms stated 
whether or not the correspondent lived on a farm. This matter has 
nothing to do with the question of the residence being on land which 
the correspondent owned. Of landlords resident in the county or in 
counties adjoining their rented farms 44 per cent lived on farms, 
whereas of landlords whose residence was more remote from their 
rented land 35 per cent lived on farms. However, more than half of 
the landlords who owned in the Michigan, Wisconsin, North Dakota 


PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF LANDLORDS OF RENTED FARMS 
1920 


OWNERS OF NORTHERN FARMS OWNERS OF SOUTHERN FARMS 
( NORTH OF POTOMAC, OHIO AND RED RIVERS ) 


oe, 
2, SS 


= ON FARMS seats TOWNS OF 2500 OR LESS IW TOWNS OVER 2500 


POPULATION POPULATION 


Fic. 10.—In the Northern States more than a third of the landlords reside on farms, while in the South 
the proportion is more than two-thirds. In the North about half of the landlords living in cities and 
villages are retired farmers 


and South Dakota, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas areas who resided 
more distantly than in an adjoining county resided on farms. Of all 
landlords replying from all the areas studied 43 per cent lived on 
farms. 

Comparing the different sections of the country, it appears that 
about oiunds of the landlords of rented farms located in the 
southern areas reside on farms, whereas less than half of the landlords 
owning in the northern and eastern areas reside on farms (fig. 10).? 
Taking as a group the farm landlords of Ohio, Illinois, and Iowa, 30 
per cent resided on farms (Table 14). 


7 This figure originally appeared in an article on Land ownership and tenancy. See U.S. Dept. Agr. 
1923 Yearbook, p. 534. 
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TaBLE 14.—Eztent to which farm laitdlords resided on farms, selected areas, 1920 


Landlords report- 


Areas of study ing residence 


Counties | Percent- 

States aaa ea ea | rasatag 

Total | Group! | on farms 

ooo ae eek eee ae 

Number | Number | Number Per cent 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania_-_____.___.--_--__-_-_--_-- 19 14 2, 834 | 37 
Mela wares Mariya die cess Te a Se 12 15,16 791 34 
Ghia lllinois OWA ae ne re ee ee ee ae eee ee ee 50 |5-7,10,11 9, 413 30 
RVETCRIE ATS FW ISCONSIT See ee cae eS Fad E Fiae Cece ys Sey 2 Oe 14 8,9 1, 889 46 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Kansas_-____________..___..-- 2. 21 12-14 2, 810 47 
Virginia, Kentucky, North Carolina, South Carelina, Georgia_-_ 34 17-24 2, 907 66 
Alabamas Wussissippl; ouisiana. 2 8 2 eee 12 25-27 955 68 
KAR OM AS ORAS ee ree nee ee eee re Deena we eee ee es 13 28-30 2, 051 66 
CHET ia Bigg 2 eS Se RE ee eee ee 9 31 | 612 | 37 
Al areas studied. sare s Bh say Heras) Sm sy 184 1-31 2 24, 349 | 43 

1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 2 Includes 80 landlords of scattered areas. 


EXTENT TO WHICH FARM LANDLORDS STAND IN MORE THAN ONE COUNTY AND 
A 


Of 274,743 rented farms indexed for ownership in 1920, 3.2 per cent 
were apparently owned in 1920 by persons who owned rented farms 
in two or more of the 184 counties. Of the rented farms owned by 
poets who owned in two or more counties, 84.3 per cent were owned 

y persons who resided in one of these counties and 94.4 per cent 
were owned by persons who resided in one of the States in which they 
owned. 

Landlords to the number of 21,738 replied to questions asking the 
number of States and counties in which they owned land. Of the 
21,738 landlords replying 3.2 per cent stated that they owned in more 
than one State and 11.7 per cent that they owned in more than one 
county. Only three had land in more than six counties (Table 15). 


TABLE 15.—Exient to which owners of rented farm land owned land in one or more 
counties and States in 1920 + 


Number of States in which Landlords 


[ 
| Number of counties in which 
land was owned | land was owned Landlords 
] 
Number | Per cent Number | Per cent 
ODS Tae EG Oe el Ge ESE 21,035 BGT Sa O) 116 tee een cates eee te see et 19,191 88.3 
ag ales Ih ae 637 | roel Ryr (ise) x eee” welsh hoe es 1, 967 9.0 
pt co site tse Fist eee ary 59 ao leehyees eater as A TIA 405 1.9 
TUTE oo Sam ieee de ene Se ee 6 (2) iia lege Meee "Pee Ree ee ae 109 Le 
By Gin ae EL 1 (2) Rive eee eee eine = Se 46 a2 
S}b cegen a beeen es Oe es Se Sek a, | 17 a! 
SEVerceeeta. Gia es as ox et 1 (2) 
Bight: Sei Sn osis eG) (3 Ut.ste 1 (3) 
Bilevenss 22 eels ba 4 1 (¢) 
More than one___....___- 703 | Shr More than one__________ 2, 47 LiSy 
spergdome re Bll yy 011i! 21,738} 100.0 Moga ere itl |S 21, 738 100.0 


* Less than 0.05 per cent. 


§ Even if it were assumed that all errors and omissions could be eliminated from an index to the owner- 
ship of the rented farms of the United States, it would not be possible to determine with accuracy the 
extent to which the rented farms are owned by persons who own rented farms in one county only, in two 
counties, in three counties, in one State, in two States, etc., unless the index was made to include data 
on the ownership of every rented farm in the country. The information presented herewith, limited as 
it is to a somewhat incomplete index to the ownership of rented farms in 184 counties, has no such claim 
to completeness and freedom from error. 
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The replies concerned any and all fand owned regardless of whether 
it was rented out to tenants, farmed by the owners, farmed through 
the agency of managers or hired help, or not farmed at all. It would 
be natural to expect that landlords who owned properties located 
partly in one State or county and partly in another would say that 
they owned in two counties or States even though they had but one 
rented farm. ‘These considerations should be given weight in using 
the figures on the extent to which landlords own in more than one 
county. Out of 13,405 correspondents who said they had but one 
tenant approximately 4 per cent indicated that they owned land in 
more than one county and 1.2 per cent that they owned land in more 
than one State. Of 8,333 correspondents reporting two or more 
tenants 24 per cent owned in more than one county and 6.5 per cent 
in more than one State. 
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UNITED STATES 
FARMS OWNED BY 
PER CENT 
LANDLORDS RESIDENT 
(OUT OF THE COUNTY 21020304059 
CASH RENTED--- 
SHARE RENTED-- 


Fic. 11.—In Kansas, 30 per cent of share as compared with 39 per cent of the cash-rented farms were 
owned by landlords resident out of the county in 1900. The percentages of the rented farms in some of 
the other States which were owned by out-of-county residents were, Illinois 22 per cent of the share and 
25 per cent of the cash-rented farms, Georgia18 per cent of the share and 26 per cent of the cash-rented 
farms, Texas 17 per cent of the share and 25 per cent of the cash-rented farms 


ABSENTEE OWNERSHIP OF CASH AND SHARE-RENTED FARMS COMPARED, 1900 


In 1900, 4.5 per cent of the share-rented farms were owned by 
persons resident out of the State as compared with 6.7 per cent of the 
cash-rented farms. In every State in which the renting of farms was 
at all important in 1900 more of the cash than of the share rented 
farms were owned by persons resident out of the State. 

Owners resident out of the county had 19 per cent of the share and 
25 per cent of the cash rented farms in 1900. Corresponding infor- 
mation for the various States appears in Figure 11. 

To show the difference in method of renting followed by landlords 
resident near their farms and that of landlords resident at a distance, 
Figure 12 was prepared. ‘This figure shows for the different States 
the proportion of rented farms rented for cash, recognizing two 
classes of owners: Owners resident in the county and owners resident 
out of State. Of the rented farms in the entire country which were 
owned. by residents of the county in which the land was located 35.1 
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per cent were rented for cash as compared with 46.5 per cent of the 
rented farms owned by residents out of State. 

Only 20 per cent of the rented Kentucky farms which were owned 
by residents of the county were rented for cash, whereas 43 per cent 
of the rented farms held by out-of-State residents were so rented. 
In Iowa, a State in which the cash-rent method of leasing farms is 
very general, 54 per cent of the rented farms held by residents of the 
county were rented for cash and 62 per cent of the rented farms held 
by residents out of the State. In North Dakota and in Texas share 
renting is much more prevalent than it isin Iowa. In North Dakota 
13 per cent of the rented farms owned by residents of the same 
county were rented for cash, whereas 16 per cent of the rented farms 
owned by out-of-the State residents were rented for cash. In Texas 
13 per cent of the rented farms owned by residents of the same county 
were rented for cash, whereas 29 per cent of the rented farms owned 
by residents out of the State were rented for cash. 


UNITED STATES 
PER CENT 


LANDLORDS 2,22 40 60 80 190 
ABSENTEE - 
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Fig. 12.—The bars show for the different States the proportion of rented farms owned by two classes of 
owners rented for cash, owners resident in the county and owners resident out of State 


AGES OF OWNERS OF RENTED FARMS 
PRESENT AGES 


Of the owners of rented farms who answered the questionnaire 
sent to them, 23,916 gave their ages. The average age was 57.8 
years. The men who replied averaged 57.3 years of age as com- 
pared with 60.5 years for the women who replied. 

Grouping the owners of rented farms into five-year groups by 
age, beginning with the age of 25, it was found that the age groups 
55-59 and 60-64 were the largest groups and nearly of equal size. 
Less than 10 per cent of the owners were under 40 years of age and 
those whose age was 60 years or over constituted 47 per cent of the 
total number. (Table 16.) 

The men owners of rented farms who reported from the northern 
areas averaged 59.5 years of age, the women owners 61.5 years of age. 
The men owners of rented farms who reported from the southern 
areas averaged 53.7 years of age, the women owners 57.7 years. 
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TaBLE 16.—Percentage distribution of owners of rented farms by age groups, 1920 
(Based on questionnaire replies of 23,836 owners of rented farms) 


Percent- Percent- 
age in age in 
Age group each age Age group BHC age 
group group 
Winderi25iyearssete tok Sukh Eien i se OF48) Oven 2a tyears aus ec Ml eve Le eee 99. 52 
25 to 30 years.-- LE TOV WOME 29 Vy Cars a2 kl ae kta olen yee 98. 42 
30 to 35 years... BA \(MOveriseiyearses 2 400 2. JN SUE eee 96. 01 
35 to 40 years-_-- Apidt||- Over 39°yearse ge 22. Uk ee el 91. 28 
40 to 45 years___ We Ca WOVCTAL Veans 2. facts wicker on teenie 84. 01 
45 to 50 years__- OOF rl NOver 49 5vearsats sd (fue ete CE Og eae a 74. 07 
50 to 55 years-_.- T2EG TI OVEL DAL VEATS 2 eit ot ea alate een eta 61. 40 
55 to 60 years-_-- 14738" || 'Over'ds9- years ie ok sa a ey a ee 47. 02 
60 to 65 years.-- 15. Gla Owe G4: Years al eh Maa aia ces ae 31. 31 
65 to 70 years__- 125527) | LOVEE GOV VCATS ae eats ice nis ae ten eee 18. 79 
70 to 75 years-.-- 9.02 || Over 74 years_-_-- So 9.77 
75 to 80 years-.-- 6.09 || Over 79 years_--- ih 3. 68 
80 to 85 years--- 2.60 || Over 84 Years___- eee 1. 08 
85 to 90 years___- 90 all fOMER' 89 Vears fies te lee es Ee .18 
GORE OID VC ATS ese Muay ep ayeueaaat ne fiue ie 6a HOVER O4 Wearsiooes 5 cet oa ee eae - 02 


GH yeATS AaNGiOVern. 2 2 20 ea . 02 


Owners of rented farms in the Oklahoma, Louisiana, and Missis- 
sippl areas were the youngest of those reporting, their ages averaging 
less than 52 years. Owners of rented farms in the areas studied in 
four States, New Jersey, New York, Wisconsin, and Illinois, reported 
ages which averaged more than 60 years (Table 17). More than a 
third of the owners of rented farms in the areas studied in the States 
of New Jersey, New York, Illinois, Wisconsin, Ohio, Kansas, Michi- 
gan, and lowa gave the age of 65 or more, but in none of the areas 
of the South did more than a fourth of the landlords report an age of 
65 or more. ‘This is one indication, confirmed by other data, that in 
the South landlordism is more a phase of active farm management 
and less a phase of retirement from active farming than is the case in 
the North. 


TaBLE 17.—Age of owners of rented farms by location of land, selected areas, 1920 


Locatjon of land studied 


po e Percentage of landlords re- 
; and- verage porting age 
Counties lords re- age ot 

ortin and- 
State y e lords Under | 55 to 64 |65 or more 


1 age 
Total | Group : 55 years | years years 


a te Number | Number Years Per cent | Per cent | Per cent 
31 40 


ING WOT Ke tery Ta de ae a 12 933 60. 8 29 
INC WRU OLSON oe oe TE 2 3 102 61.5 28 31 41 
Pennsylvanias a2 2 aly oe 9 4 1, 723 58.3 37 31 32 
COTO a Seas i ka eRe ON 11 5 1, 476 59.5 34 30 36 
MUN OSTA ase eee CPE Ee 21 6,7 4,896 60. 5 31 31 38 
DVT HAT ea ea i ea aT MOE Fees i 8 8 1, 094 59. 4 32 33 35 
WWVASCOTISTIY E590) fo eek i Ne ea aE eS 6 9 766 60. 6 28 35 37 
TOMAS aNipiteel Sash ga Dies cpa ia 18 10, 11 2, 975 59. 1 33 33 34 
IN OTD AKO Gama ese en ees 10 12 932 56. 0 41 33 26 
SOuthyD ako tae Se We as 1 13 175 thay = 39 30 31 
ISAT SAG MMS UNE GN eh 8 a2 ea 10 14 : 1, 661 59. 2 33 3l 36 
DCA WARC RS i eine 6 Oa Ait rs ie whe 3 15 321 56. 9 39 33 28 
Wiaryilarrds See) te Re lel aS 9 16 454 56. 0 45 28 27 
AY/air eat Ts eae ae fe OTE 6 17,18 659 54. 0 53 25 22 
INorthyCarolinas yy eee 9 19,20 823 53.2 51 27 22 
SOULE Carolina ssw rea ee 2 1 208 53. 0 53 26 21 
COT Eye re A eI ey PN 6 22 329 53. 2 53 30 17 
Kentucky ie sc yews OR Bae ii 23, 24 868 55. 2 49 27 24 
Iilapania ewes Lee eae edie 3 25 323 54.5 50 26 24 
IVINSSISSTP POR ee ee neta dealt 5 26 484 51.6 63 22 15 
SOUS Tyra a a alae ae I 4 27 131 50. 7 61 19 20 
Oidatomae th: F400 Lethe ak 9 28, 29 1, 060 50. 6 62 22 16 
PADD. 2 SM ar cg Cee RE 8 4 3 9 55.3 48 27 25 
Calnionmi ays Sa Pe ire ear Oe 9 31 472 54. 9 48 30 22 
All areas studied_________- 184 1-31 | 723, 916 57. 8 39 30 31 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 2 Includes a few scattered records. 
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AGE AT TIME OF RETIRING FROM FARMING 


A total of 7,858 men who had operated farms as tenants or owners 
and retired gave their age and the age at which they retired from farm- 
ing. Some of these men were so young at the time they reported 
their status that it seemed probable they would eventually take up 
another occupation if they did not go back to farming. To eliminate 
the men whose permanent status as retired farmers might be ques- 
tioned, all those landlords who reported themselves as retired from 
farming but who were not yet 40 years of age were disregarded in 
the tabulations undertaken to determine the age at which landlords 
with farming experience retired from farming. The number of 
records thus discarded was 275, leaving 7,583 landlords whose age 
was 40 years or more who had farmed for themselves but were now 
retired from farming. The average age of this group of landlords was 
63.1 years and the age at which they retired from farming averaged 
53.6 years. Northern and southern landlords retired at about the 
same age. Most of the replies came from the North, where there is 
a larger group of retired farmer landlords than there is in the South 
(Table 18). 


TABLE 18.—Average age at which farm landlords in various parts of the United 
States retired from farming 


Location of farms 


Land- Average 


: lords age at 
pene Counties report- retire- 
Division or State ee | in oes ment 


Total Group ! 


Number | Number | Number Year 
PN ORE PALI ATIE Chee neer a eee iey fe eae cone Se es oa eee Ce roe 19 1-4 910 53:7 
HASipNOTEMCentraleses sme ee eee ee ee ee 46 5-9 3, 284 53. 2 
BVCSTBINOLLMEO@ENtrale mem sew mend oe oats i Oe QU ae ren see 39 10-14 2, 307 54.3 
SOHEHPAt antics eee RTA AN EE SE eR ee 35 15-22 373 55. 0 
Past oouha@entralewes: 2 seo l ie be a ae 19 23-26 165 INS D. 
SVesinoouthe@ entralese ste ee ee ee 17 27-30 438 51-1 
SP alifOrimin’ tee See ee er Ae er ees A gyre Sere vert 9 31 87 53. 9 
NORE Mer StALCS S222 41ers a RR he meee oe ee aE eo aS 104 1-14 6, 501 53.7 
BOUUHERNES LALeS= eet os we eee a eR OS ET ee aS | 71 15-30 976 Hoad 
Milljarcas'studied: “iniiei i! lo pee ome arly le. 184 | 1-31 | 37,583 | 53.6 


1 See footnote 4 on p. 3. 
2 Males of 40 or more years of age who reported themselves retired after having farmed for themselves. 
3 Includes a few scattered reports. 


COMPARISON OF AGES OF TENANT AND OF OWNER FARMERS WITH AGES OF FARM 
LANDLORDS 


Table 19 shows a comparison of the ages of landlords with the ages 
of tenants and of operating owners. The significance of the con- 
trasts may be broadly stated as follows: 

It has become increasingly customary for farmers in the United 
States to begin as tenants. As tenants they occupy the first step of 
the tenure ladder. Tenant farmers are the youngest group of farmers. 
Their ages average about 39 years. Tenants who succeed buy land 
out of their savings and thenceforth farm small places which they own 
outright, larger places which they own subject to mortgage, or places 
to part of which they own title. In time the mortgages are paid off 
by the successful farmers and more land purchased. As successful 
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farmers gain in age they gain in wealth. Their surplus wealth is 
usually invested in land which, so far as they can, they themselves 
farm until advancing age makes it necessary to sell their land or rent 
it to tenants. 

As a group, the operating owners of unmortgaged farms are the 
oldest farmers. Their ages average about 51 years. It is from this 
group of farmers that a large proportion of the farm landlords are 
AGE OF MORTGAGE-FREE OWNER FARMERS, UNITED STATES, 1920, AND AGE 


AT RETIREMENT FROM FARMING OF LANDLORDS WITH EXPERIENCE AS 
FARMERS 


PER CENT OF MORTGAGE - FREE PER CENT OF RETIRED FARMER 
OWNER FARMERS WHO WERE LANDLORDS WHO RETIRED AT 
IN EACH AGE GROUP a THE AGE INDICATED 
SO.) 40") 301520 10 0 : re) lO: 720 30.) 4On 56, 
' AGE ‘ 
: ! 
1.81 Under 25! 02 
Bi0.2 1925), t0, 355/71 
! ! 
20.0; 35 to 45 114.7 
! | ! 
26.3: 45 to 55 :25.08 
t 1 
m24.0! 55 to 65 |35.0 
h i 
1727, 65 and over 18.0§ 
a 6 


Fic. 13.—The age distribution of mortgage-free owner farmers is very similar to the retirement age of land- 
lords with experience as farmers, the retirement age being slightly more and averaging 53.6 years as com- 
pared with an average of about 51 years for the age of mortgage-free owner farmers. The left-hand por- 
tion of the graph is based on the 1920 census, while the right-hand portion is based on replies received. 
from farm landlords of 40 years of age or over 

recruited. From about the age of 51 more full owners operating 

unmortgaged farms die, change their occupation, or retire from farm- 

ing than there are men who attain the status. Owners of rented 
farms who have farmed for themselves and retired discontinued 
active farming at an age that averaged 53.6 years. This age is only 

a few years older than that of the average age of farmers who operate 


unmortgaged farms (fig. 13.) 


TaBLE 19.—Perceniage distribution by age of farmers of selected tenure and of 
farm landlords, 1920 


Percentage distribution by age 1 


Full 
Farm 
owners 
Age Tenant | farming | Farm land- 
farmers | unmort- land- lords 
gaged lords at retire- 
farms ment 
Per cent | Per cent | Per cent | Per cent 
IWIN er 25 NYAS i lice LONE ON A SERUM EMO Uae ae ua ea Nal 12.0 1.8 0. 0.2 
DOL ONOLE VATS Se Sea UN Se Ug UR TINS Mien AEA Se Ga Ra ee ae Re RRS ee olen: 10. 2 35.0) 7.1 
SMC OPAL EY CATS oe eer tele oe eee Mal Die Ae IU A IR MO pn Scr Red a 26. 0 20. 0 12.0 14. Tg} 
ASE ONO AV COTS ena AO ELAS) RUE Paes Sy oat ee La ee et en RL 18. 4 26.3 22.6 25.0: | 
BSNtLO GA SVOATS 2 Mais hee at Si A BiB Sear Te ear laa sare Joe 8.5 24.0 30. 1 35.0 | 
GORY CATSIAT GOW ET: So el Be Reese CEN LA a reese gaaioge eae ve ie 4.0 Lge 31.3 18.0 | 
ROGER ee aes eee tse Bal Ae ey We Nag Ae ea en | 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 


1 The distributions shown are based on the ages in 1920 of 2,424,493 tenant farmers, 2,117,459 farmers oper- | 
ating unmortgaged farms of which they owned all of the land, and 23,916 farm landlords, with the ages at | 
which 7,583 of the farm landlords retired from farming. 


ee ee 
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FARM EXPERIENCE OF LANDLORDS 


Of a total of 20,642 men reporting their experience on farms in 
answers to questionnaires, the replies of 8 per cent indicated that they 
had had no farming experience. Another group, 11 per cent, had 
not farmed as tenants or owners, but had had some experience as 
helpers on farms, working with or without wages. In most cases 
this experience was probably obtained on farms operated by parents. 
The rest of the farm landlords, 81 per cent of all, had farmed for 
themselves (fig. 14). The replies indicate that 74 per cent of the 


TENURE EXPERIENCE OF OWNERS OF RENTED FARMS, 1920 


PER CENT OF ALL LANDLORDS 
0) 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 


DGGE! on karo for Cr eI 


,0wners and Tenants bs, 


= e af; “3 f : é 4 4 ~~ UN ; 
: Tenonts-A |Never worked) 


Fic. 14.—The figure summarizes the previous tenure experience of about 20,000 male landlords. Nearly 
three-fourths had been operating owners and two-fifths had been both tenants and owner-farmers 


men who own rented farms have farmed as owners and 7 per cent 
additional have farmed as tenants, but not as owners. Of the land- 
lords who had farmed for themselves, 57.5 per cent had farmed as 
tenants and 91.7 per cent as owners 8.3 per cent had farmed only 
as tenants, 42.5 per cent only as owners, and 49.2 per cent as tenants 
and at another time as owners. 

From the replies it can be seen that the owners of rented farms are 
in most cases persons with an experience that should be of consider- 
able value to themselves as landlords, as well as to their tenants, 
who are often young men without much experience (Table 20). 


TABLE 20.—Farm experience of owners of rented farms, 19204 


Areas of study Per- Percentage of men owners by experience 


centage 
of Total 
Counties women|] men 


among | owners Tenant) 9. ner-| Tenant 


Helper; not and 


: all report- oper- z 
Location of land owners| ing None alee ae atomnon A neh 
Total | Group ager Star tenant AEOr 
Number| Number| Per ct. | Number| Per ct. | Per ct. | Per ct. | Per ct. | Per ct. 
North Atlantic States______- 19 14 Wl GL BYAl 12 13 6 4 35 
Chesapeake- Delaware penin- 

SUTURNS Ss oa ie eee A pee 12 15, 16 19 641 16 13 5 43 23 
East North Central States __- 46 5-9 19 | 6,817 8 11 8 30 43 
West North Central States _- 39 | 10-14 WA ahs} 7 12 5 SY! 39 
South Atlantic States________ 23 17-22 12 1, 792 7 8 7 40 38 
East South Central States__- 19 | 23-26 V2 eoOl 6 5 5 42 42 
West South Central States _- 17 | 27-30 10 | 1,962 9 11 10 28 42 
MONMige s- - oe e N 9 1 22 385 15 12 6 40 27 


* Tabulated from replies to questionnaires. 
> See footnote 4, p 3. 


= The figure originally appeared on page 536 of the 1923 Yearbook in the article ‘“‘Land Owrership and 
enancy.’ 


farming and the proportion who are retired or idle (fig. 15).'° 
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e 


The experience of women as farmers or as helpers on farms is. 


usually somewhat different from that of men, although most women 
who own rented farms have had valuable experience. A consider- 


able propery of the rented land owned by women was acquired | 


by inheritance or marriage. It is likely that the women who acquired 


land by inheritance or marriage in most cases had lived on it prior. 


to the death of the persons who left them the land. Of 24,377 owners 
of rented farms ho reported their sex 15.3 per cent were women. 
Questionnaires were sent out regardless of sex, and presumably 
women responded normally from each area. ‘The proportion of 
rephes which came from women was highest in the North Atlantic, 


East North Central, Nave dannsttebae Wesel ress and California 


areas, and lowest in the Southern and the 


OCCUPATIONS OF LANDLORDS OF RENTED FARMS 
1920 


QWNERS OF NORTHERN FARMS OWNERS OF SOUTHERN FARMS 


( NORTH OF POTOMAC, OHIO AND RED RIVERS ) 


a5 
reves 


KKK 
$05 


LEGEND “- —s 
B@a OTHER AGRICULTURAL OCCUPATIONS 
E88] RETIRED OR IDLE 


ee FARMING 
[J] NON-AGRICULTURAL OCCUPATIONS 


Fic. 15.—The proportion of landlords still classed as farmers is much larger in the South than in the North, 
but if retired farmers, many of whom exercise supervision over their rented farms, are considered farmers, 
the difference is not so great. About a third of the farm landlords of the two regions appear to be engaged 
in nonagricultural occupations. This figure is based on reports from 23,000 landlords in 24 States. 


OCCUPATIONS OF OWNERS OF RENTED FARMS 
OCCUPATIONS AS REPORTED BY OWNERS THEMSELVES 
The replies to a question asking owners of rented farms to report 
agricultural occupations as banking, real estate, business, and labor, 


30.4 per cent were farming, and an additional 28.2 per cent were 
retired from farming. Of the women owners of rented farms only 


5.3 per cent reported such occupations as banking, real estate, busi-- 
ness, and labor for hire, whereas 62.5 per cent indicated that their 


occupation was keeping house (Table 21). : 


Comparing landlords of northern with landlords of southern farms, | 


considerable difference is to be seen in the proportion engaged in) 


Of 


- 10 The figure originally appeared on page 534 of the 1923 Yearbook in the article ‘‘Land Ownership and - 
enancy.”’ 


occupation indicated that 29.9 per cent were engaged at such non- | 


Vest North Central areas. | 
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the southern owners 54 per cent reported themselves engaged in 
farming and only 10 per cent as retired or idle, whereas of the northern 
owners 35 per cent were retired or idle and 20 per cent were farming. 
_Nonagricultural occupations, such as banking, business, labor, and 
_keeping house were reported by about 36 per cent of the owners of 
northern and 30 per cent of the owners of southern farms. 


Taste 21.—Percentage distribution of owners of rented farms by occupation} 


Percentage of owners classified 
Occupation a i 
o enan 
Men Women rei 
Per cent | Per cent | Per cent 
SATAN Panern saan Oe ee ee ee Ree ee ee ea ee ea ee 30. 4 8.8 27. 2 
menardening, chores, and farms tasks=--2522 5-522. 2 22  5 ese 21 0.7 1.9 
eeaistom farm work, such’ as threshing. 2=- 22 2-- 2 ee 0.6 0.0 0.5 
erat CieY 2 1aATtM PTOGUCES 23 = sae see oe en ee a ee ee een 1.6 0. 2 1.4 
| County farm agent -_-----..--.--_---------------------------------------- 0.1 0.1 0. 1 
eeandiord: (mentioned specifically) _--- .----_--_--_=--_._-_--------2--2------ Bh a lean 3.3 
fa lIScKCO MIN ie saa wea inaaes oe ee eee ee eae SS aes eae Se 0.0 62. 5 9.4 
lebalcean (eSiGki <2 fac ome ter ene teh a eee eee oe se oe ee 1e9 6.3 2m 
PTT Sh OIW et nah Sa es eee ee 28. 2 14.2 26. 1 
jezctired from other occupabionSs==-—------=------—- = 22 ee 1.5 0.8 1.4 
| US AVRIKMG) 2 ooo a 8 oe Se ee Se SSS SHS SO Eee See 3.1 0.3 2.6 
Mee lecstateranduinsuraneerss =. = sates hoot SS ee eS ea ee 2.8 0.1 2. 4 
CCC NGAM ES Be eR a pe Se ee Dail 0.4 2.4 
re litic wes eee rey ur US aE ee ee eae 1.6 1.5 1.6 
Rp renee qecuri neta ce erth jeert, IS Ty Ae ek ee 17 0.0 1.4 
UPRCIS ITA CSS Oe eo eee eee ee Doone ee See ees noe ee tes tS See 9.5 L583 8.2 
SEsOLOotien occulpaionso=2=2- 2222. - 2205-4 i ee ee 8.5 1.7 7.6 
: PSUR ECU Pa GH! se aren SORE Ne Seca ee ek ee 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 
1 Replies from 20,401 men and 3,586 women owners. 


The proportion of men owners ee themselves engaged in 
farming was as high as 65 per cent in the combined Kentucky, 
Alabama, and Mississippi areas, 59 per cent in the combined Virginia, 
Carolina, and Georgia areas and 43 per cent in the combined Louis- 
jana, Oklahoma, and Texas areas. In northern areas the proportion 
of men who were farming was considerably less (Table 22). 
_ The proportion of soutien landlords who reported themselves as 
retired or idle was considerably less than half that of landlords 
owning in the North Central States. Many of the landlords of the 
_ North Central States are to be compared with capitalists retired on 
their incomes, whereas in the South landlords commonly live on- .. 
their land supervising their tenants and hired hands. In the dis- 
cussion of the place of residence it was brought out that about two- 
_ thirds of the southern landlords reported themselves to be resident 
on farms, whereas less than half of the northern landlords were so 
resident. The average age of the landlords who had no occupation 
was 66.2 years. This group includes those landlords who were 
sick, retired from farming, or from other occupations, and those 
| unable to obtain employment. That they have done practically 
all the work they “ail do is attested by their average age. Land- 
_ lords with occupations were considerably younger. Those who were 
farming averaged 53 years and those in occupations other than 
farming averaged 53.4 years. 
Not much difference existed in the average age of northern and 
of southern landlords having the same occupations. A much greater 
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proportion of northern than of southern landlords was without 
occupation, and as this group is the oldest occupational group the 
effect is to make the average age of northern landlords more than 
that of southern landlords. In the southern areas studied landlords: 
who were farming averaged 52 years of age as compared with an. 
average of 54 for northern landlord farmers. Landlords who had | 
occupations other than farming had an average age of 50.9 years in| 
the southern and 54.5 years in the northern areas. Landlords of | 
rented farms who were without occupation averaged 66.2 years in) 
northern and 65.7 years in southern areas. | 


TaBLE 22.—Occupations of owners of rented.farms, 1920} 


Percentage of men own- | 


Areas of study ers by occupation 


Counties Per- 
centage 
of 
Women| men 


Unoe- | Occu- 
Total cupied,| pied 


Location of land among | owners ee but not} Farm- 
Te eepoeee edie: as ers 
Total | Group? a ; or farm- 
owners} ing Oe 
reeone sic ers 


INOnuhne At am GCN S GALES == ae ae eee 19 1+ 17 | 2,361 29 51 204] 
Chesapeake- Delaware peninsula_----------__- 12] 15,16 19 631 18 58 24. 
Haste Non ae Centr alle aie nee eee ee eee 46 5-9 OR 68025 43 36 21 
West: North) CentraliStates=-—2 == 39 | 10-14 12 | 5,045 42 35 28 
SOuthvAt antl Ci Staves eee a ee 23 17-22 12) |) 55 Ges 8 33 59 || 
Hast Southy@entralyStatess ss == os eae 19 | 23-26 12 | 1,474 8 27 65 
Wiest SouthiCentralustatess=s= =a = ane "17 | 27-30 10 | 1,940 16 41 43 | 


Galtformiate 255-552 5-o ease ee ee 9 31 22 380 20 47 33 


SS ee ee 


Al fareas Studied hens sees ae. wee a eee 184 1-31 15 | 820, 401 32 38 30 | 


1 Replies to questionnaires. 2 See footnote 4, p. 3. 3 Includes a few scattered reeords. 
EXTENT TO WHICH RENTED FARMS ARE OWNED BY NEAR-BY OWNER FARMERS 


The names of farmers operating farms of their own and the names | 
of landlords of rented farms were compared for 51 scattered coun- } 
ties. This comparison indicated that 18.1 per cent of the owners 
of the rented farms were farming on other farms which they owned 
in the same county as that containing their rented farms. This 
class of landlords owned 21.2 per cent of the rented and manager- 
operated farms, or more than their proportionate share. In general, 
a considerably larger percentage of the rented farms in the southern | 
counties studied were held by landlords who operated other farms | 
which they owned in the same county than was the case with rented | 
farms in the northern counties studied. 

Basing remarks on the limited study made, it appears that 9 per | 
cent of the landlords in 14 counties in the North Central States were 
owner-operators farming in the counties containing their rented | 
farms, corresponding percentages for 9 counties in the South At 
lantic States being 23 per cent; for 19 counties in the east South 
Central States, 26 per cent; for 6 counties in the west South Central 
States, 17 per cent; and for 3 California counties, 6 per cent. For) 
the same groups of counties the percentage of rented and manager- 
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operated farms owned by such landlords follows. In North Central 
States 10 per cent of the renter and manager-operated farms were 
‘owned by landlords who were owner farmers in the same county; 
in the South Atlantic States, 27 per cent; in the east South Central 
States, 26 per cent; in the west South Central States, 19 per cent, 
and in California, 6 per cent. Table 23 gives the corresponding 


percentages by counties. 


TaBLE 23.—Percentage of farm landlords who operated farms they owned in counties 
in which they rented farm land to tenants with the percentage of renter, cropper, 
or manager-operated farms owned by them, 1920 


{ 


Percentage oi— | Percentage of— 

| Renter, | Renter, 

State and county | cropper, State and county | cropper, 

Land- and | Land- | and 

lords | manager | lords | manager 

| farms | farms 

| owned | | | owned 

Per cent | Per cent 5 Per cent | Per cent 
Mhio, Madison... 2.._---___- 12 | 12 || Kentucky, Daviess_----_____- 31 33 
BivosMiami: 2 = ee ee 9) 11 || Kentucky, Fayette_--_--____- 22 27 
Miinois, De Kalb_-—__----.._- 5 5 || Kentucky, Franklin__________ 40 45 
Biinigis: Logan 2-2. 2- =<. 8 9 || Kentucky, Henderson_-_____- 30 31 
Illinois, Kankakee__--________ 7h 8 || Kentucky, Jessamine________- 29 34 
Michigan, Clinton____________ 11 19 Kentucky; Seo = 40 42 
Michigan, Lenawee-________-_ 9 10 |; Kentucky, Shelby__-----____- 42 42 
Wisconsin, Walworth_______- | 5 5 || Kentucky, Woodford_-------- f 28 33 
Towa, Blackhawk_____-______- 6 7 | Alabamas Dallas== = ===5= "5 = 18 28 
meat Calhoun _2--_--_-_-__- 10 10 || Alabama, Lowndes----------- 18 17 
fowa Plymouth... -.--_------- | 8 9 |} Alabama, Wilcox__---_------- 24 37 
MA WATT OI = 8a A, 13 13 || Mississippi, Bolivar ___-_------ 14 14 
Kansas, McPherson---------- 12 ~ 15 || Mississippi, Coahoma- --_-_-- 20 18 
Meansas sReng ==. 222-55 a 12 14 || Mississippi, LeFlore__-------- 14 23 
faWate, Kent ==. == e 10 11 || Mississippi, Sunflower_-_-_---- 12 18 
North Carolina, Caswell____-_- 34 36 || Louisiana, Acadia--_--_------- 28 31 
North Carolina, Scotland___-_- 24 97 | OkKahoma, Kiowa=222. = - =) 10 11 
Meoria. Barrow. <-.... 2-22" 34 38 | Oklahoma, Marshall________- 17 18 
meeorcia, Clark. ..-.2- ys 8 18 Fig aeWexasitie lel Seer =e Eee 17 19 
meoria, Jackson. -—-* = .-2-__ 26 Soul leMtexas sii isiease ss teas = Se 16 18 
Seorgia, Oconee _22- 2-2. 222: 23 DAS | MRexcas sr Lint eames oe Sar ee | 16 18 
Georgia, Morgan__--_-_-----_--_- 17 } 22 || Texas, McLennan. --_------_-_-| 21 24 
Georgia, Taliferro__—_-_-_---- 23 27 || California, Contra Costa--__-- | 4 4 
Kentucky, Bourbon__-________ 33 37 || California, Madera--____--_-_- 6 8 
Kentucky, Christian________- 42 46 || California, Sutter__________-_- 9 15 

Kentucky, Clark____________- 28 31 | 


HOW OWNERSHIP WAS ACQUIRED 


Among the questions asked of owners of rented farms were the 
following: 


Of the land to which you held title on January 1, 1920, how many acres had 
been acquired by you in each of the following ways: (a) by homesteading ; 
(b) by marriage ————,, (c) by inheritance or gift, (d) by purchase, trade, or 
foreclosure ————.!! 


11 Usable answers to the questions on the method of acquisition were returned by 23,953 owners of rented 
farms. These persons reported the ownership of a total of 8,122,828 acres of land. The replies pertain to 
all land to which title was held Jan. 1, 1920, and consequently do not have to do with rented acreages 
exclusively but include also Jands operated by the owner and lands not farmed at all. On the other hand, 
the replies do not include acreages in which the corresponding landlords had a part interest, such acreages, 
for instance, as are in undivided estates. 

There is some reason to believe that a part of the land reported as homesteaded was in reality acquired by 
marriage or inheritance, being what the owners regarded as the family’sold homestead. Where the wife and 
husband both owned land, it is probable that in some cases the land held by each was reported on separate 
schedules. Some of the land reported as having been obtained by marriage was probably acquired out of 
the joint savings of husband and wife while both were living, reverting to the survivor on the death of one 
of the parties, but having really been acquired by purchase. The replies do not reveal the value of the 
acreage held or the extent to which it was mortgaged either on Jan. 1, 1920, or at the time of acquisition. 
Neither do they reveal the extent to which the assets used to acquire land by purchase were acqured by 
inheritance or gift or by the sale of lands which had been acquired in ways other than by purchase. 
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In the discussion which follows inheritance and gift are treated | 
under the heading ‘‘inheritance,” while purchase, trade, and fore-— 
closure are treated under the heading ‘‘purchase.” 

Presuming that the landlords who reported were representative in _ | 
respect to the way in which they acquired land, the replies indicate | 
that of the land held by owners of rented farms 79 per cent was ac- | 
quired by purchase, 16 per cent by inheritance, 3 per cent by marriage, | 
and 2 per cent by homesteading. It appears that 64 per cent of the | 
landlords acquired all of their land by purchase and 84 per cent partly, | 
if not all, by purchase. The landlords who acquired all of their land | 
by inheritance were 11 per cent of the total number, an additional — 
16 per cent acquiring part of their land by inheritance. Marriage 
was mentioned as the sole way in which land was acquired by 3 per 
cent of the owners reporting, but an additional 4 per cent obtained 
some land by marriage. In 2 per cent of the cases all the land owned 


ers 


METHODS BY WHICH OWNERS OF RENTED FARMS 
ACQUIRED THEIR LAND 


Male and Female Owners Compared 


; Pee 
{__] Purchase GEE /rheritance = RBS Marriage Homesteading 


Fic. 16.—Fourteen per cent of the land owned by male owners and 58 per cent of the land owned by female | 
owners of rented farms had been acquired by inheritance or marriage:and 2 per cent of the land of each | 
class by homesteading, the remainder having been purchased. It should be noted, however, that these 
figures make no allowance for the fact that a part of the wealth used to purchase farms was acquired 
by inheritance, marriage, or gift. ‘The 20,291 male owners who replied owned a total of 7,257,578 acres | 
the 3,672 women who replied owned 865,250 acres. The area of the circles are proportionate to the acre- | 
ages reporte 


had been homesteaded and in an additional 3 per cent of the cases | 
some land had been obtained by homesteading. | 

Considerable difference is shown between the two sexes in regard | 
to the manner in which the land owned was acquired. The men | 
had acquired 84 per cent of their land by purchase and only 12 per 
cent by inheritance, whereas the women reported only 40 per cent of | 
their acreage to have been purchased and 44 per cent to have been | 
inherited (fig. 16).127 Women are much less likely to buy land than | 
men and of the land held by women a relatively large proportion has” 
been acquired by gift, inheritance, or marriage, and a small propor- 
tion by purchase. Women had acquired 14 per cent of their acreage 
by marriage, whereas only 2 per cent of the acreage owned by men 
was reported to have been so acquired. It is probable that in the | 


nee The figure originally appeared on p. 536 of the 1923 Yearbook, in the article ‘‘Land Ownership and 
enancy.”’ 
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case of land reported by women as acquired through marriage a con- 
siderable part had been inherited from deceased husbands. 

Comparing different partsof the,country it appears that inheritance 
was more important and purchase less important in the northeastern 
and California areas than it was in the other areas. Of the acreage 
owned by the landlords reporting from the Great Plains areas only 
7 per cent was reported to have been inherited, which is about the 
acreage these same landlords acquired by homesteading. Less than 
a fourth of the landlords of the Great Plains areas had acquired any 
of their acreage by homesteading. Limitations on the area of land 
to be homesteaded have always prevented individual landlords from 
acquiring large acreages of land directly by homesteading. It is 
interesting to note that in these Great Plains areas more than four- 
fifths of the acreage held by the farm landlords had been purchased. 
(Table 24 and fig. 17.) 


METHODS BY WHICH OWNERS OF RENTED FARMS ACQUIRED THEIR LAND 
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N.Y, N-v., PA, DEL. ako MD. -.— [ae oe SSeS 


NORTH CENTRAL ey sce eases %: 
OHIO, ILL, MICH., WIS., ano 1O WA. Egat ieaai cesses ree RKREKR RY 


GREAT PLAINS 
KANS., N. DAK.,S. DAK.ano OKLA Fi 


SOUTHEASTERN uh a 
N.C. S.C., VA., GA.ano KY. ee : ad Oe 


SOUTHWESTERN 
ALA., MISS., LA.,ano TEX 


+ Fan a! 


Purchase BS /nheritance Marriege ei] Homestead 


Fic. 17.—In each section of the country, purchase was by far the most important of the four methods by 
which land was acquired—inheritance, marriage, purchase, and homesteading. Little opportunity 
existed to homestead except in the areas of the Great Plains States 


The questionnaire replies indicate that owners who inherit their 
acreage more commonly rent all of it to tenants than is the case 
with owners who buy it all. Of the landlords who purchased all of 
their acreage about two-thirds rented it all to tenants. Of the land- 
lords who inherited all their acreage over three-fourths rented it 
all to tenants. Of the acreage owned by the purchasers 79 per cent 
was rented to tenants, whereas of the acreage owned by those who 
inherited their land 86 per cent was rented to tenants. Landlords 
reporting for the South-more commonly retained a part of their acre- 
age than was the case with landlords reporting for the North, and the 
southern landlords withheld a larger proportion of their acreage from 
their tenants than was the case with northern landlords (Table 25.) 
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TaBLE 24.—How the land held by owners of rented farms was acquired. Land- 
lords owning in selected areas, 1920 | 


Percentage of owners acquiring land through— 


: Owners re- 
Location porting com 
Purchase Inheritance | Marriage steading: 
is Bea s 3 3 
g eS Se oe Be 
Counties 3 a a8 =A =a 
es) ae oe 26 a6 
States bp fs e bo 2 Wo WS 
3 + & ~ + + 
allen 3 (88 28s a Es 
To a} oO +— is) Oo » ° oO »~ oH +> oH 
Group 1 6 > w Gq tS) tH Ko mu 8 a fe 2 a si 8 
ve SMe ite esr Pays ayy des iicepee eerie |e, || 
No. No. No. | No. |P.ct.|P. ct.| P. ct.|P. ct.|P. ct.| P. ct.| P. ct.| P. ct.| P. ct.| P. ct 
Northeastern __-_- 31 | 1-4,15,16 | 3,466 | 191] 78 SL) 18 Wao7 a aah ee 
North Central____} 64 5-11 |11,403 | 282 84 64 30 12 17 6 3 1 1a 
Great Plains______ 30 | 12-14, 28,29 | 3,841 | 569] 66] 61 14 5 u 5 2\a023 7 
Southeastern______ 34 17-24 | 2,820 | 308} 82] 59 31 I) GAL 11 6 1 im 
Southwestern_ ____ 16 25-27, 30 | 1,876 | 493 89 74 18 6 11 ) 5 5 27 
Californiats = 9 31 ATO alwAG ou aia ane 31 Ge 26) | sa10 6 5 1 
All areas studied__} 184 1-31 |523,963 | 339 | 84 64 2ia\ealelt 16 uf 3 5 2 


1See footnote 4, p. 3. : a 

2 The following percentage of the land owned by landlords reporting from selected States was purchased : 
New York, 61; New Jersey, 62; Pennsylvania, 76; Delaware, 61; Maryland, 71; Ohio, 69; Michigan, 72; 
Illinois, 75; Wisconsin, 82; lowa, 88; North Dakota, 84; Kansas, 85; Oklahoma, 82; Virginia, 71; North Caro- | 
lina, 71; South Carolina, 76; Georgia, 74; Kentucky, 74; Alabama, 75; Mississippi, 87; Texas, 84. | 

3 All the land owned is not necessarily in the area, and owners grouped as owning rented farms in States 
where they had little opportunity to homestead may have homesteaded in other States. - 

4 Less than 0.05 per cent. 

5 Includes a few scattered records. 


TaBLE 25.—EHzatent to which acreage owned by farm landlords was rented to tenants. | 
A comparison between owners who purchased all their land and owners who in= | 
herited all. Selected areas, 1920 | 


Location Owners studied | Percentage and class of owners 
Counties Purchasers Inheritors 
Pur- | Inheri- 
States chasers] tors | Rent-| 4... | Rent- aa 
Total Group ! nee rented meer rented 
Number| Number |Number| Number) Per cent| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent & | 
INortheasterne= sen a sees ae 31 1-4,15,16 | 2, 231 625 69 81 80 93 
INorthyCentral! 253-3 ee ee ee 64 5-11 | 7,307 | 1,379 79 87 88 93 
GreprlPbygs ss ee ee 30 | 12-14, 28,29 | 2,342 197 67 81 81 91 5 | 
Sontheasternas 4's oe eee eeaes 34 17-24 | 1,665 341 28 58 41 6300) 
Southwestern 24 eae 16 25-27, 30 1,319 110 34 63 37 70 : | 
All areas studied 2______--- 184 1-31 | 15,230 | 2,740 66 | 79 78 86 
1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 2 Includes the California area aud some scattered reports. 


CHANGES IN SOIL FERTILITY | 
It seems to be the belief of many people that depletion of fertility | 


and tenancy go hand in hand and that tenancy is to blame. It would 
be a very difficult matter to make a scientific appraisal of the changes 
occurring to the fertility of rented farms. Careful records would have — 
to be kept for many years and care would have to be taken to elimi- 


nate differences in yield caused by differences in soil, in the rotation, 4 


ee ee ee ee Oe 
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in the weather, in the seed, etc. The matter is complicated by changes 
in tenure which are brought about by tenant farms being sold from 
time to time to men who operate the places themselves and by owner- 
operators retiring from active farming and renting to tenants. 

The men who own rented farms are probably well fitted to speak 
authoritatively on the question of changes in the fertility of their 
farms. Information given elsewhere in this bulletin affords ample 
evidence of their mature experience. Most of them live in close 
proximity to the land which they rent to tenants, most of them have 
farmed themselves, many of them have farmed and now supervise 
the farming on the very land which they rent to tenants. 

To questions asking the number of tenants and the number of 
tenants who so farmed in 1920 as to decrease the fertility of the land, 
23,108 owners of rented farms returned answers. ‘The replies involve 
54,474 rented farms of which 36 per cent were reported to be de- 
creasing in fertility. Owners with 2, 3, or 4 tenants reported a 
larger percentage of their tenants to be farming in a destructive 
way than owners with 1 tenant. Owners with 5 or more tenants 
were less optimistic about the fertility of their farms than owners 
with fewer tenants. The fertility of tenant farms is decreasing more 
generally in the South than it is in the North, and in the North it is 
decreasing more generally in the States of the Great Plains than in 
the States to the east (Table 26). 


TaBLE 26.—Tendency with regard to fertility on rented farms, selected areas, 19201 


Percentage of rented farms de- 


Z . creasing in fertility classified 
Location Owners studied as to number of farms owned 
by landlords 
& 
Counties 
Rented) Rented All 23.0 5 or 
States Seay ean Ear a) Ola /elarmisn|pacresin) ¢—= | d-farm (29°? T | more 
Total Group ? owned | owned fi 
Thou- 

Number| Number |Number|Number| sands |Per cent| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent 
Northeastern _____.____- 31 1-4, 15, 16 3, 391 5, 200 587 1 1 18 21 
North Central____* eae 64 5-11 | 10,974 | 18, 768 PIAL 17 13 16 29 
reat Plains: -. — 220515 30 | 12-14, 28, 29 3, 632 7,066 | 1,671 45 28 37 51 
SDT eee oes 50 17-27, 30 4,596 | 21,370 1, 047 56 37 41 63 
All areas studied 3______ 184 1-31 | 23,108 | 54,474 | 6,177 86 18 27 55 


1 Replies to questionnaires. 
2 See footnote 4, p. 3. 
3 Includes the California area and a few scattered reports. 


In various sections of the country different types of farming are 
followed, and in the same locality many farmers handle the land 


about the same whether they own it or rent. Tenancy generally 


thrives better in a locality suited to crop farming than it does in one 
where livestock raising is the principal enterprise. It is more diffi- 
cult to maintain fertility where crops are sold than where they are 
fed. In many such localities, however, the farming practice of the 
owner farmers is similar to that of the tenants. Where farm practice 
has due regard to the conservation of soil fertility, tenants have often 
proved themselves capable farmers, following practices more likely 
to maintain fertility nee practices followed by owner operators in 
localities where crops are sold. 
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ADVICE AND SUPERVISION GIVEN BY OWNERS TO THEIR TENANTS 


Replies were returned by 20,512 owners of rented farms to questions 
which revealed the total number of their tenants and the number who 
were given practically no advice or supervision by the landlord or 
his agents or overseers. The landlords replying had a total of 
53,026 tenants, of whom 53 per cent were given some advice or super- 
vision. Supervision is given more commonly by landlords with many 
tenants than by landlords with only a few and more commonly by | 
landlords with a few tenants than by landlords with but one tenant. | 
Of tenants whose landlords had but one tenant 40 per cent received 
some advice or supervision, whereas 47 per cent of the tenants of 
landlords with 2, 3, or 4 tenants, and 68 per cent of the tenants of 
landiords with 5 or more tenants were given some advice or super- 
vision. 

Advice and supervision are given more generally in the South than 
in the North even to tenants of landlords with one tenant, and as a 
larger proportion of the southern tenants rent from landlords with 
many tenants than is the case with northern tenants, more southern | 
tenants are given advice or supervision. As one compares conditions | 
in the northeastern, in the North Central and on the Great Plains | 
States, it is seen that supervision is given less commonly in the Great | 
Plains than in the North Central States and less commonly in the | 
North Central States than in the Northeastern States. In the North- | 
eastern States tenants less commonly get advice or supervision from | 
their landlords than can be said of tenants of the Southern States | 
(Table 27). 


TABLE 27.—Percentage of farm tenants given some supervision or advice by their | 
landlords or their agents or overseers, selected areas, 1920 


Location Percentage of tenants given | 
some supervision or advice, | 
classified as to number renting 

Counties pen from each landlord 
ants 


; States studied 


All 1ten- | 273 0r} Sor 


Total Group 1 4 ten- | more 
tenants; ant _ants_ | tenants 


ee 


Numter| Number |Number| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent | 
Northeastern 22 Se eee eS 31 144, 15, 16 5, 065 51 42 55 Tan 


INOEEhI@ entraleh eee eke re ees 64 5-11 | 18, 436 44 40 44 55 
Greate Plains 2 0 Sh ane Se Lee a ne 30 | 12-14, 28, 29 8, 134 38 33 38 42 
SLOVO SOUS) a bagel ta ain eer ee Pel 50 17-27, 30 | 20,340 68 45 56 75 
Calhiformias=4 32 SS oo See Fae ie 9 Sapo: 905 36 28 38 42 


a es eS 


sAillPareads Studied sensei. nee Neale 184 1-31 |2 53,026 53 40 47 68 | 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 2 Includes some scattered reports, 
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KINSHIP OF FARM TENANTS TO THEIR LANDLORDS #® 


Tenancy loses much of the menace ordinarily attributed to it in the 
cases where the tenant and landlord are related to each other either 
by blood or marriage. Of the landlords replying to the questionnaire, 
39 per cent had tenants who were rated to them. Of the tenants 
reported by the landlords, 23 per cent were relatives of the landlords. 
In four-fifths of the cases the relationship was that of son or son-in-law 
of the landlord. Figure 18 shows for tenants farming in different parts 
of the country the percentage who were sons or sons-in-law of their 
landlords, the percentage who were related to their landlords in some 
other way, and the percentage who were not related. 

Comparing figures, on kinship for the various States, so far as they 
were covered by the study, it appears that Wisconsin tenants are 
more commonly related to their landlords than are tenants in any of 
the other areas studied, 42 per cent of the tenants being relatives of 
their landlords. About three-eighths of the tenants of Wisconsin 
farms are sons or sons-in-law of their landlords (Table 28). 

In contrast to conditions in Wisconsin are the replies of landlords 
owning in the Alabama and Mississippi areas. In both of these areas 
the tenant class is predominatingly negro and the landlord class is 
predominatingly white. In both of these areas only 5 per cent of the 
tenants were reported by the landlords to be related to them and only 
3 per cent of the tenants were sons or sons-in-law of the landlords. 


PROPORTION OF TENANTS WHO RENT FARMS OWNED BY RELATIVES 
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Fic. 18.—In the Northern States farm tenants are much more commonly the relatives of their landlords 

than is the casein the Southern States. The question of color has much to do with this. In many parts of 
the South where there is considerable tenancy, the landlords are mostly whites, whereas the tenants are 
negroes 


Dividing the landlords into two groups on the basis of whether they 
had one or two tenants or three or more tenants, it appears that a 
much smaller proportion of the tenants of the latter group are relatives 
of the landlords than is the case of tenants of the former group. 


13 State bulletins of the United States Census of Agriculture, 1925, show by counties for Northern and 
Western States the percentage of cash tenants and other tenants related to their landlords. 
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TaBLE 28.—Eztent to which farm tenants are related to their landlords, selected | 
areas, 1920 


Area of study Landlords reporting | Percentage of rented farms occu- 
pied by tenants of kin classi- | 
fied by number of tenants or |} 

Counties Per- degree of kinship 
cent- 
age of 
and- 
State Total | Rented) jords ye Wee eee 
Total | Group! without} All 1 or 2 


any | farms | tenants pana sons 


tenants 
of kin 

Number| Number| Number| Number| Per cent) Per cent| Per cent| Per cent| Per cent 
ING NAY OTS fn es ey a Lead 8 i 957 1,319 3 31 35 i Hy || 
ING WAJCESCVieq = tae see wee 2 3 107 173 76 18 22 9 14_ | 
IRennsyivaniae =) eee isd 0) 4} 1,780] 2,623 66 28 31 20 24 
OhiO sae aie ae oe eer 1i 5 ols 2, 268 64 29 34 17 24 | 
HOSS Sega eres Hd Ae 21 6, 7 4, 992 8, 895 55 37 41 31 3Ly| 
INMichi ganbesss 2s 2s) ares 8 8 1,110 1, 425 59 36 39 20 30 
SWVaISC OMS Ti eaee an nena wearer 6 9 779 1, 060 53 42 45 27 37 
LCG fe en pees Ss eI eI i 18 | 10,11 | 3,018 | 5, 734 52 36 43 26 32 
North Dakotas. 22. Use 2s 10 12 947 | 1,844 65 24 32 16 20 
SouthwDakoras 2 a 1 13 175 390 55 27 44 12 24 
IKGATISAS seNeseaees eS nys BE as ise 10 14 1, 688 3, 990 53 31 37 26 24 
De lawanenwee se) a) eas 3 15 328 619 78 16 18 14 i! 
Warnylan dieres ect oes  hDie 9 16 465 812 74 19 22 14 13 
VAIN INI wee oe ee 6 17,18 | 667 2,191 67 16 24 13 12 
North’ Carolinas. 1S ese 9] 19,20 835 | 3, 134 68 13 24 11 11 
SouhyCarolinagels @ ah soe 2 21 212 889 74 9 18 8 8 
GOT ELA aek cicero Hie Gell ators! AU 6 22 331 1, 483 65 13 29 11 10 
ACETIC C Kayne tee ee 11 23, 24 889 2, 062 69 19 26 13 14 
Naam Oss 2 ei aia UE 3 25 331 2, 656 74 5 29 3 3 
VEEISSISSID 7) Ieee 5 26 492 | 6,043 71 5 26 4 3 
Momisianaeiinee a ea 4 27 133 375 54 25 38 20 17 
Oklahoman aaa. Caen 9 28, 29 1,071 2, 640 76 14 18 13! 9 
FIRE NAS WSR rence Wear arte eae pe 4 30 980 | 3,080 60 20 31 16 2 
Waliformiaw Aes secous tae eee 9 31 491 965 75 18 22 12 14 


All areas studied __-____ 184 1-31 |? 24,373 |? 56, 845 61 23 | 35 15 | 19) 


1 See footnote 4, p. 3. 2 Includes a few scattered reports. 


CHILDREN OF FARM LANDLORDS 


In this country where, upon the death of the parents, the property 
is usually divided among the children, it is of interest to know some- | 
thing about the number of children in the families of owners of | 
rented farms. Where there are many heirs even a large holding of | 
rented farms may not afford a farm for each. Where there is one 
heir, or only a few, it is easier for one heir to hold the farm propel 
intact or even to increase the acreage if the rents are used buy to 
more land. | 

Children are not the only possible heirs and where there are no | 
children the chance of the property being divided would probably | 
be as great or greater than where there are children. The number of | 
landlords without children was 18 per cent of the total, 13 per cent | 
had 1 child, 16 per cent had 2, and 14 per cent 3 children. e land- | 
lords with 8 dhildven or more made up 8 per cent of the total number. | 

The number of children reported by 24,364 owners of rented farms } 
was 77,766 which is an average of something over three for each | 
owner. About 35 per cent of these owners had some land which they | 
did not rent to tenants. Assuming that the land not rented would } 
amount to a farm apiece for the owners and adding these farms, } 
approximately 8,500 in number, to the 56,828 farms rented to ten- } 
ants there would not be enough farms, if evenly distributed among the } 


OWNERSHIP OF TENANT FARMS IN THE UNITED STATES 405 


children, to provide one for each child. But some owners have no 
children and, as a consequence, the children of farm landlords have 
an, even smaller chance of inheriting a farm apiece (fig. 19). 
Including the landlords without children there was an average of 
1,368 children per thousand rented farms. In sections where a 
considerable proportion of the farm landlords have a number of 


CHILDREN OF FARM LANDLORDS IN Goa TO NUMBER OF RENTED FARMS 
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Fic. 19.—Replies received from 19,945 farm landlords indicated that only 6.1 per cent of the children of 
these landlords were children where parents owned more than one rented farm per child. As many as 
81.1 per cont of the children of the landlords reporting were children whose parents owned less than one 
farm per child 


rented farms, as in case of those owning in the Alabama and Missis- 
sippi areas, the number of children per thousand rented farms was 
low. It was 219 per 1,000 rented farms in the Mississippi area and 
430 per 1,000 rented farms in the Alabama area. In sections where 
few farm landlords have more than one rented farm the number of 
children per thousand rented farms was high. It was 2,420 per 


NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN RELATION TO NUMBER OF 
RENTED FARMS OWNED BY PARENTS 
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Fic. 20.—The length of the bar representing the number of children per 1,000 tenants is determined by 
the number of tenants reported by all landlords, including landlords who had no children. The per- 
centage of landlords without children was 21.5 per cent for the Northeastern States, 17 per cent for the 
North Central States, and 17.9 per cent for the Southern States. The figure is based on the replies of 
23,791 farm landlords 


thousand rented farms in the Wisconsin area, 1,985 per thousand in 
the Pennsylvania area, and 1,970 per thousand in the [Iowa area. 
Figure 20 shows for the northeastern, for the north central, and for 
the southern areas studied the number of children of farm landlords 
per 1,000 rented farms owned by the landlords. 

The chance of a child inheriting more than one farm is greatest in 
those families where the parents have many farms and few children. 
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Such families are relatively few. Of 24,364 landlords who answered 
the questionnaire only 191 indicated that they owned 20 or more 
rented farms. They owned 7,349 rented farms. Only 147 of the 191 


had children. The children of these landlords numbered 538 and the 


tenants 5,962. Of these children only 28 were of parents with one 
child, 56 were of parents with two children, and 69 were of parents 
with three children (fig. 21). 

The fact that 87 of 147 landlords with children and with 20 or 
more tenants were landlords owning in the Mississippi and Alabama 
area and that only 12 were landlords owning in ing north central 
areas will have considerable significance to those who appreciate the 
difference in the tenant farms for the two localities. A single tenant 
farm in the North Central States might easily have a sale vaiue ex- 
ceeding that of 20 tenant farms of the South. 


NUMBER OF RENTED FARMS OWNED BY FARM LANDLORDS IN RELATION TO 
NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
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Fig. 21.—The figure shows the distribution of ownership of 46,797 tenant farms among owners with 1, 2, 3 
or 4, 5 to 9, 10 to 19, or 20, or more tenant farms. By showing the number of children of each group of 
owners the figure reveals how few of the children of farm landlords may hope to inherit as much as a 
farm apiece from their parents 


SUMMARY 


This study of ownership of rented farms is based on conditions 
in 1920 in 184 selected counties where tenancy was important. The 
counties used are believed to be representative so that the conclu- 
sions apply in a broad way to the country as a whole. 

The degree of concentration in the ownership of rented farms 
was similar in 1920 to that existing in 1900. In 1900 the rented 
farms of the country were owned by landlords whose holdings aver- 
aged 1.54 rented farms, representing 147 rented acres for each owner. 


In 1920 the ownership of 256,175 rented farms in selected parts of 4 


the country was in the hands of landlords who had an average of 
1.65 of these rented farms each, or an average of 169 rented acres each. 

Large holdings of rented farms are few in the Northern States but 
fairly common in the Southern States; the largest holdings being in 
cotton-plantation counties. Rented holdings of high value are as 


Bi spe 
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common in the Northern as in the Southern States, because of the 
much greater value per acre and the larger size of rented farms in the 
Northern States. In the California area, and in 12 of the 14 south- 
ern areas studied, over 10 per cent of the rented farms were in the 
possession of owners with five or more rented farms. In four of the 
areas—in the Dakotas, Alabama, Mississippi, and California— 
more than 20 per cent of the rented acreage was in the possession of 
persons with 1,000 or more rented acres. In four areas—in central 
Illinois, in northwestern Jowa, in the Delta of Mississippi, and in 
the Sacramento Valley in Californie—more than half of ie value of 
the rented farm real estate was in the possession of persons who 
owned rented farm property valued at $75,000 or more. 

Less absenteeism is shown in the ownership of southern farms 
than of northern farms and less of eastern than of western farms. 
The greatest degree of absenteeism is shown in the Dakota counties 
where over 14 per cent of the rented farms were owned by persons 
resident neither in the State nor in adjoining States. Between 5 
and 6 per cent of the rented farms in the southwestern Oklahoma, 
central Kansas, and central Illinois areas were owned by persons 
resident neither in the State nor in adjoining States. In the other 
areas there was even less absenteeism. It is reassuring to know that 
over 92 per cent of the rented farms in the 184 counties of the 24 
States studied were owned by persons resident in the county in which 
the land was located or in counties adjoining. In none of the areas 
pos this percentage less than 74 and in none of the counties less 
than 61. 

Extent to which rented farms were owned by absentees probably 
decreased slightly in the 20-year period between 1900 and 1920. In 
1900, 78.8 per cent of the rented farms were owned by persons 
resident in the same county and 94.7 per cent were owned by persons 
resident in the same State. In 1920, 80.4 per cent were owned by 

ersons who resided in the same county and 94.9 per cent were owned 

y persons resident in the same State. 

Most persons who own rented farms have worked on farms before 
and while acquiring their farms. Few have inherited farm land 
without working on it. Only 16 per cent of the acreage owned by 
persons owning rented farms was inherited and only 8 per cent of 
male owners of rented farms were without farm experience. Al- 
though most of the acreage owned by women owners of rented farms 
was acquired through the death of relatives or husbands, only 15 
per cent of the persons who owned rented farms were women and 
_ they were not as large individual holders of land as men. 

The fact that 81 per cent of the acreage owned by landlords was 
acquired by purchase or homesteading, together with the fact that 
almost half of the male owners of rented farms have farmed as ten- 
ants and almost three-fourths have farmed as owners, suggests that 
in acquiring their property the majority of farm landlords have 
_ worked on farms. Of the owners, 84 per cent had purchased some 
_ of their land and 27 per cent had inherited some of it. 

In the South, landlordism is largely a phase of farm or plantation 
operation. Landlords usually live on fhe land or near it, farm a 
_ part of it with hired labor, and rent the remainder to tenants or 
_ croppers. Of owners of southern farms, 54 per cent reported their 
| Bee petion as farming and 67 per cent reported their residence as on 
farms. 
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In Northern States landlordism is commonly a phase of retirement 
from farms. Only 20 per cent of the owners of rented farms in~ 
Northern States reported their occupations to be farming, and only 37 © 
per cent reported that they resided on farms. } 

Of southern landlords, 10 per cent reported themselves without — 
occupation, whereas 35 per cent of northern landlords were without — 
occupation. Evidently owners of rented farms in the South do not 
find it as easy and profitable to rent their land after they reach the 
age when landlords retire from farming as is the case with northern — 
landlords. The age at retirement from farming for male owners for 
the North and for the South was close to the average of both sections 
combined, 53.6 years. Male owners of rented farms in the South — 
averaged 53.7 years of age in 1920 as compared with 59.5 years for 
northern owners. 

Tenants who rent farms in Northern States are more commonly | 
related to their landlords by blood or marriage than in the South. — 
In several northern areas over a third of the tenants were relatives 
of the landlords, as compared with an average of 12 per cent of the 
tenants in the southern areas. 
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